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Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

p ART 25 —FEDERAL EMPLOYEES’ PAY 
REGULATIONS 

Within-Grade Increases 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, § 25.150 (a) and (b) is 
amended, paragraph (d) is added to 
§ 25.151, and §§ 25.159 through 25.162 are 
added as set out below. 

§ 25.150 Scope. 

(a) Applicability. Within-grade in¬ 
creases provided in Title VII of the Act 
apply to both full-time and non-full¬ 
time employees who occupy permanent 
positions under the Act and who are 
compensated on a per annum basis. 

(b) Entitlement. An employee covered 
by paragraph (a) of this section shall 
have his entitlement to within-grade 
increases determined in accordance with 
Title VII of the Act and this subpart. 

§ 25.151 Definitions. 

***** 

(d) “Quality increase’* means an ad¬ 
ditional within-grade increase in accord¬ 
ance with section 702 of the Act and this 
subpart in recognition of high quality 
performance above that ordinarily found 
in the type of position concerned. 

§ 25.159 Authority—quality increase. 

The head of a department may grant 
a quality increase in accordance with 
section 702 of the Act and this subpart. 

§ 25.160 Quality of performance re¬ 
quired. 

(a) Supervisory recommendations for 
quality increases shall be in writing and 
shall show why performance can be 
characterized as high quality perform¬ 
ance above that ordinarily found in the 
type of position concerned. 

(b) Before a quality increase may be 
granted, the head of a department must 
nnd that (1) the employee concerned 
has been performing the most important 
functions of his position in a manner 
that substantially exceeds normal re¬ 
quirements so that, when viewed as a 
whole, the employee’s work performance 
is of a high level of effectiveness; and 
|2) the employee’s high level of effec¬ 
tiveness has been sustained to the extent 
that it may be considered characteristic 
of his performance. 

§ 25.161 Department plans—quality in¬ 
crease. 

Each department plan shall include 
standards and procedures to provide for 
he granting of quality increases with 
reasonable consistency throughout the 
apartment anc * with fairness to all 
employees. 


§ 25.162 Reports—quality increase. 

The Commission may, from time to 
time, request departments to report on 
the use of the authority to grant quality 
increases. 

(Sec. 1101, 63 Stat. 971; 5 US.C. 1072) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-1577; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER C—SPECIAL PROGRAMS 
[CCP-1963] 

PART 751—LAND USE ADJUSTMENT 
, PROGRAM 

Subpart—1963 Cropland Conversion 
Program 

Correction 

In F.R. Document 63-1389 appearing 
in the issue for Thursday, February 7, 
1963, at page 1206, make the following 
changes * 

1. In § 751.20(b), line 6, the refer¬ 
ence to “1950” should read “1959”. 

2. In § 751.21(b), line 4, the reference 
to “raw” should read “row”. 


Chapter VIII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER G—DETERMINATION OF 
PROPORTIONATE SHARES 

[Sugar Determination 851.1, Amdt. 2] 

PART 851—COMMITMENT OF NA¬ 
TIONAL SUGARBEET ACREAGE RE¬ 
SERVE, 1962 AND SUBSEQUENT 
CROPS 

Drayton, N. Dak., and Missouri River 
Valley of Southeastern South Dakota 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
302 of the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, 
§ 851.1 (27 F.R. 10745, 12705) is further 
amended by adding the following new 
paragraphs (g) and (h). 

§ 851.1 Commitments of sugarbeet 
acreage from the national reserve. 
***** 

(g) Commitment of acreage to farms 
and farm operators supplying sugarbeets 
to proposed beet sugar facility near 
Drayton , North Dakota, and conditions 
of commitment —(1) Amount of com- 
mitment. A commitment of 31,000 


acres, estimated to yield about 50,000 
short tons, raw value, of sugar is made 
to farms in counties of Minnesota and 
North Dakota (including at least Kitt¬ 
son and Marshall Counties in Minnesota 
and Pembina and Walsh Counties in 
North Dakota) for the 1965 crop, for 
the purpose of growing sugarbeets for 
delivery to the factory of the American 
Crystal Sugar Company proposed for 
erection near Drayton, North Dakota. 

(2) Conditions of commitment. The 
commitment of acreage made pursuant 
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph 
shall be subject to the following 
conditions: 

(1) Eligible farms and farmers. An 
acreage commitment will be made only 
to farms on which sugarbeets were not 
grown for delivery to a processor for 
the extraction of sugar in any of the 
three crop years 1962, 1963, or 1964, or 
which are operated by persons who have 
not grown sugarbeets as farm operators 

An the Red River Valley for delivery to 
a processor for the extraction of sugar 
in any of the three crop years 1962, 1963, 
or 1964. 

(ii) Limits of commitment to indi¬ 
vidual farm or farm operator. The 
maximum commitment to any farm 
shall be the smaller of 80 acres or the 
acreage on the farm which is suitable 
for the production of sugarbeets in con¬ 
sideration of sound rotation and other 
cultural practices. 

(iii) Proportionate share protection 
to be accorded farms utilizing committed 
acreage. If proportionate shares are in 
effect in the two years immediately fol¬ 
lowing the year for which an acreage 
is committed for a locality under this 
paragraph (g), the proportionate share 
for any farm in each of such two years 
shall not be less than the acreage com¬ 
mitted pursuant to this paragraph (g) 
to such farm and utilized for the produc¬ 
tion of sugarbeets for the extraction of 
sugar. 

(h) Commitment of acreage to farms 
supplying sugarbeets to proposed beet 
sugar facility in the Missouri River Val¬ 
ley of Southeastern South Dakota, 
and Conditions of Commitment —(1) 
Amount of commitment. A commitment 
of 19,000 acres, estimated to yield about 
34,000 short tons, raw value, of sugar is 
made available to farms in eastern South 
Dakota, northwestern Iowa, and north¬ 
eastern Nebraska, for the 1965 crop for 
the purpose of growing sugarbeets for de¬ 
livery to the factory of the Utah-Idaho 
Sugar Company proposed for erection in 
southeastern South Dakota. 

(2) Conditions of commitment. The 
commitment of acreage made pursuant 
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph 
shall be subject to the following condi¬ 
tions: 

(i) Eligible farms. The acreage com¬ 
mitted will be available to farms on 
which sugarbeets were not grown for 
delivery to a processor for the extraction 
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of sugar in any of the three crop years 
1962,1963 or 1964. 

(ii) Limits of commitment to individ¬ 
ual farm. The maximum commitment to 
any farm shall be the smaller of 80 acres 
or the acreage on the farm which is 
suitable for the production of sugarbeets 
in consideration of sound rotation and 
other cultural practices. 

(iii) Proportionate share protection to 
he accorded farms utilizing committed 
acreage. If proportionate shares are in 
effect in the two years immediately fol¬ 
lowing the year for which an acreage is 
committed for a locality under this para¬ 
graph (h), the proportionate share for 
any farm in such locality in each of such 
two years shall not be less than the acre¬ 
age committed pursuant to this para¬ 
graph (h) to such farm and utilized for 
the production of sugarbeets for the ex¬ 
traction of sugar. 

Statement of bases and considerations . 
The original determination of Commit¬ 
ment of National Sugarbeet Acreage Re¬ 
serve committed 19,000 acres for the 1963 
crop for use by farmers in the locality 
to be served by the new beet sugar plant 
near Mendota, California. The first 
amendment committed 24,730 acres for 
the 1964 crop for use on farms in the 
locality to be served by a new beet sugar 
plant proposed for erection near Here¬ 
ford, Texas. 

The amendment provides for two com¬ 
mitments, one of 31,000 acres for the 
1965 crop, estimated to yield about 50,000 
tons of sugar, for use on farms in the 
locality to be served by a new factory 
proposed to be built near Drayton, North 
Dakota by the American Crystal Sugar 
Company. 

This project was initially developed by 
prospective growers in Minnesota and 
North Dakota who formed the Red River 
Valley Sugar Company for the purpose 
of determining the feasibility of a sugar 
processing facility in the area. Later, 
this group supported the Ameircan Crys¬ 
tal Sugar Company in its application 
for acreage for a new factory which 
such company will build. Although 
farms and farm operators in two spe¬ 
cifically named counties in each of the 
two States are eligible for reserve acre¬ 
age, farms and farm operators in other 
counties in these States are also eligible. 
Farm “operators” are specifically in¬ 
cluded in the action with respect to this 
locality because the personal acreage rec¬ 
ords of farm operators were considered 
in establishing farm proportionate shares 
during a recent restrictive period and 
would likely be considered if restrictions 
again become necessary. 

The second locality for which a com¬ 
mitment is made by this action is the 
area to be served by a new facility pro¬ 
posed to be built in southeastern South 
Dakota by the Utah-Idaho Sugar Com¬ 
pany to process sugarbeets beginning 
with the 1965 crop. The 19,000 acres 
made available are estimated to yield 
about 34,000 tons of sugar. The sugar- 
beets would be grown in counties in east¬ 
ern and southeastern South ^Dakota, 
northwestern Iowa and northeastern 
Nebraska. Most of the beets would be 
grown in Beadle, Clay, Kingsbury, Lin- 
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coin, Sanborn, Spink, Turner, Union, 
and Yankton Counties, South Dakota; 
in Monona and Woodbury Counties, 
Iowa; and in Brown and Cedar Counties, 
Nebraska. In the request for acreage, 
the applicant asked that farmers who 
have grown sugarbeets in recent years 
or who will grow sugarbeets in 1963 or 
1964 for the Belle Fourche, South Da¬ 
kota, plant be considered as new growers 
despite their acreage histories and, 
thus, also be eligible for reserve acreage. 
The limiting of the eligibility for reserve 
acreage to farms on which sugarbeets 
were not grown in any of the crop years 
1962 through 1964 will, as in other ac¬ 
tions under the pertinent provision of 
the act, promote the growth and expan¬ 
sion of the industry. In this particular 
case, sugarbeets were grown on about 
10,500 acres in 1962 and about 11,000 
acres are expected to be grown for the 
1963-crop in the area which is to supply 
the proposed new facility. In the event 
it becomes necessary to establish pro¬ 
portionate shares prior to the time these 
growers have had an opportunity to 
grow sugarbeets for a three-year period, 
every effort will be made, consistent with 
the interests of growers generally and 
the size of the national sugarbeet acre¬ 
age requirement, to protect the short- 
record growers. 

Limitations are established in each 
locality with respect to the acreage that 
may be committed to any farm. These 
limitations are considered sufficiently 
liberal to permit economic sugarbeet 
operations and will permit a greater 
sharing in the available acreage than 
would likely result with no limitations. 

This amendment provides for a total 
commitment of 50,000 acres, expected to 
produce about 84,000 tons of sugar. The 
original determination and amendment 
1 thereto provided for total acreage 
commitments expected to produce about 
95,700 tons of sugar. The 65,000 tons 
yearly reserve for the four years 1962 
through 1965 totals 260,000 tons of sugar. 
With total commitments of about 180,000 
tons, a balance of approximately 80,000 
tons is available for later commitment. 
Presumably, this would be sufficient for 
one new plant prior to 1966 and leave 
some carryover into 1966 so that per¬ 
haps two plants could be approved for 
that year. 

Proposals for other new plants are 
being studied. Several applicants re¬ 
quested that no action be taken on any 
requests until they had time to develop 
their projects. The development of 
projects of the size and cost of new beet 
sugar factories takes considerable time 
and planning, and involves many mil¬ 
lions of dollars. 

Accordingly, it has not been possible 
to withhold action on these projects to 
determine whether others might qualify. 
It is hoped that areas unable to qualify 
now, may do so for later years. 

The commitments of acreage and the 
selection of localities to which acreages 
are committed by this action were made 
on the basis of the relative qualifica¬ 
tions of such localities as compared with 
the qualifications of other localities, for 
which acreages have been requested and 


to which no commitments have been 
made, under the criteria specifically 
enumerated in the Sugar Act. 

With respect to both of the companies 
involved, information submitted to the 
Department clearly proves the avail¬ 
ability of capital funds or of ample 
credit from well-established financial 
institutions. The net worth of the 
American Crystal Sugar Company as of 
March 31, 1962, was over 40 million dol¬ 
lars. The net worth of the Utah-Idaho 
Sugar Company as of February 28, 1962, 
was over 33 million dollars. Both of the 
processors submitted letters from finan¬ 
cial institutions indicating that these in¬ 
stitutions would consider participating 
in any debt that the processor might 
contemplate. The board of directors of 
each company has authorized the con¬ 
struction, as well as the expenditure of 
the necessary funds, contingent only 
upon the commitment of acreage by the 
Department. 

Except with respect to three of the 
other localities for which acreages were 
requested, no information has been sub¬ 
mitted with respect to capital commit¬ 
ments as to such other localities. Of 
such three areas, none has as extensive 
a record of successful commercial sugar- 
beet production as the two for which 
commitment is made by this action. 
Sugarbeets have been produced success¬ 
fully on a commercial basis in both 
localities. 

With respect to the Southeastern 
South Dakota locality, the sugarbeets 
which have been produced in this area 
for the last two crops have been shipped 
to a processing facility located well over 
400 miles to the westward. The freight 
to other mills would preclude continued 
economic production of sugarbeets. 

In the case of the North Dakota proj¬ 
ect, there is a factory about 55 miles to 
the south, one within 80 miles and an¬ 
other within 130 miles. However, all of 
these factories are presently operating 
at capacity. 

Both of these localities need an addi¬ 
tional cash or replacement crop, as is 
the case with a number of other areas 
which applied. 

Substantial sugar markets are readily 
accessible to both of these areas. 

In view of the clear superiority of 
these two localities with respect to the 
first criteria, i.e., firmness of capital 
commitment and their high ranking with 
respect to the other criteria, it is deter¬ 
mined that these two localities are best- 
qualified with respect to the criteria as a 
whole. 

No commitments have been made for 
expansion of existing facilities. 

On the basis of all relevant informa¬ 
tion available, the commitments of acre¬ 
age made under this amendment are 
deemed fair and reasonable and in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the 
Sugar Act. 

Accordingly, I hereby find and con¬ 
clude that the foregoing amendment will 
effectuate the applicable provisions oi 
the act. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Supp. US3. 
Interprets or applies sec. 301, 302, 61 Stat. 
929, 930, as amended; 7 U.S.C. Supp. I 13 * 
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Wednesday, February 13, 1963 

1132, Public Law 87-535 approved July 
13,1962) 

Effective date: Date of publication. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
February 7,1963. 

Charles S. Murphy, 
Acting Secretary of Agriculture. 

[PR Doc. 63-1576; Piled, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.J 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

(Begulatory Docket No. 1267; Amdt. 536] 

PART 507 —AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Douglas DC3 Series Aircraft 


A proposal to amend Part 507 of 
the regulations of the Administrator to 
include an airworthiness directive re¬ 
quiring inspection and replacement of 
the wing attach angles and doublers on 
Douglas DC3 Series aircraft including 
military models now certificated as civil 
aircraft was published in 27 F.R. 6097. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. One com¬ 
ment was to the effect that the proposed 
amendment would place an undue eco¬ 
nomic burden on persons who had con¬ 
tinuously complied with the provisions 
of AD 39-24-1 and AD 52-22-3. The 
provisions of these AD’s are now being 
made applicable to airplanes not previ¬ 
ously modified, and airplanes already 
modified but for which the time since 
modification cannot be verified. This 
AD does not impose any additional 
burden or economic penalty on persons 
who have complied with previous AD’s. 

Another comment objected to a re- 
evaluation of extended inspection time 
previously granted by maintenance in¬ 
spectors on the basis that airline opera- 
won at these extended times has not 
been detrimental to airworthiness. The 
airlines have the opportunity to submit 
information justifying the present in¬ 
spection periods and where found 
satisfactory the same or readjusted 
Periods will be prescribed. The number 
°f airplanes operated by airlines is a 
small proportion of the number of air¬ 
planes affected by this AD and the 
extended inspection periods for many 
u nes are in some cases question¬ 
able because of particular operating and 
maintenance conditions and lack of in- 

rmation on the rates of crack propaga- 
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and will no longer need the relief per¬ 
mitted in the past. It would not be 
reasonable to continue this relief for 
the few airplanes which have not had 
the final repair. No changes have been 
made in the AD. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Douglas. Applies to all DC3 Series including 
military type C-47, C-47A, C-47B, C-48, 
C-48A, C-49, C-49A, C-49B, C-49C, 

C-49D, C-49J, C-49K, C-50, C-50A, 

C-50B, C—50C, C-50D, C-51, C-52, C-52A, 
C—52B, C—52C, C-53, C-53B, C-53C, 

C-53D, C—68, C-117A, and R4D Series, 
except R4D-8, aircraft. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

(a) Unless already accomplished within 
the last 400 hours’ time in service, within 
the next 50 hours’ time in service after 
the effective date of this AD, inspect the 
wing lower attach angles on both the outer 
wing and center section between the front 
and rear spars for cracks between the attach¬ 
ing bolt holes. Use at least a 4-power 
magnifying glass. Reinspect at periods not 
to exceed 450 hours’ time in service from the 
last inspection. Replace cracked attach 
angles prior to further flight. 

(b) At the times specified in (c), all air¬ 
craft other than those covered by (d) shall 
be modified as follows: 

(1) All outer wing lower surface doublers, 
P/N’s 570602-206 and -207, shall be replaced 
with new doublers of the same configuration 
but fabricated from 0.072 material in the 
manner described in Douglas Service Bulletin 
No. 220. 

(2) All outer wing lower surface doublers, 
P/N’s 570602-208 and -209, shall be replaced 
with new doublers of the same configuration 
but fabricated from 0.064 material, in the 
manner described in Douglas Service Bul¬ 
letin No. 220. 

(3) All outer wing lower surface attach 
angles shall be replaced with new heavier 
attach angles fabricated for proper installa¬ 
tion with the new heavier doublers in the 
manner described in Douglas Service Bul¬ 
letin No. 146. 

(4) Jig fixtures, Douglas P/N A652- 
6110506-1-1F2 and P/N A652-5110506-1F2, 
or FAA approved equivalents, shall be used 
to properly accomplish the replacement of 
the new heavier attach angles and heavier 
doublers. 

(5) The wing center section shall be modi¬ 
fied by the installation of skin splices, 
doublers and new attach angles in accordance 
with Douglas Drawing No. 5406787 D or E, or 
equivalent approved by the Chief, Engineer¬ 
ing and Manufacturing Branch, FAA Western 
Region, and witness holes as described by 
Views B and C on that drawing shall be 
installed. 

Note: The inspection requirements of (a) 
and the modification method required by (b) 
are identical with final inspection and modi¬ 
fication requirements previously established 
by AD 39-24-1 and AD 52-22-3. Therefore, 
individual aircraft maintenance records, if 
adequate, may be used to verify compliance 
with (a) and (b). 

(c) The modifications specified in (b) 
shall be accomplished in accordance with the 
following: 

(1) Prior to the issuance of an original 
airworthiness certificate. 

(2) Within 500 hours’ time in service after 
the effective date of this AD for all aircraft 
which hold a current airworthiness certificate 
and which: 


(i) Have not previously been modified in 
the manner prescribed by (b); or 

(ii) Have been modified in the manner 
prescribed by (b) but from the maintenance 
records the time in service since such modi¬ 
fication cannot be verified. 

(3) Prior to 16,000 hours’ total time in 
service unless an inspection per (f) reveals 
no cracks and reinspection is then made per 

(e) (2). 

(d) Aircraft which from the maintenance 
records the time in service can be verified 
since modifications were accomplished in the 
manner specified by (b) and compliance 
with the inspection requirements of (e) and 

(f) can be verified shall continue to comply 
with (e) and (f). 

(e) All wings shall be inspected in the 
manner specified in (f) in accordance with 
the following: 

(1) Prior to 8,000 hours’ time in service 
following any modification as prescribed by 
(b) and thereafter prior to 4,000 hours’ time 
in service from the last inspection until the 
total time in service on the parts installed 
during that modification reaches 16,000 
hours; and 

(2) At intervals not to exceed 2,000 hours’ 
time in service if aircraft is not again modi¬ 
fied per (b) and an inspection at 16,000 hours 
reveals no cracks. 

(f) At the times specified in (e), the wings 
shall be removed and thoroughly cleaned for 
inspection and shall then be inspected as 
follows: 

(1) Inspect the center wing skin and outer 
wing attach angle doublers for cracks along 
the radius of the bent-up flange at the wing 
attachment joint. Conduct the inspection 
with at least a 10-power magnifying glass or 
by dye penetrant; 

(2) Inspect the center and outer wing 
attach angles including the areas between 
the attaching bolt holes for evidence of 
cracks. Remove all paint to permit inspec¬ 
tion with at least a 10-power magnifying 
glass or by dye penetrant; and 

(3) Make visual inspections through the 
witness holes in the center section at the 
front and center spars for evidence of cracks. 

(g) Any cracked parts found during the 
inspections required by (e) and (f) shall 
be replaced with new parts prior to further 
flight. The newly replaced parts shall then 
be made subject to the inspection require¬ 
ments of (e) and (f), and all uncracked 
parts which are not replaced will continue 
to be inspected per (f) with adherence to 
the previously established inspection sched¬ 
ules for those parts. 

(h) Whenever wings are being replaced 
after modification per (c) or for inspection 
per (f); whenever spar butt plates on the 
center and outer wing, the compression 
angles on the center wing or the waffle plates 
on the outer wing are being reworked or 
replaced; or whenever one outer wing is 
substituted for another, the following toler¬ 
ances shall be maintained: 

(1) Compression angles attached to the 
corrugations and stringers and the spar cap 
butt plates of the center wing must be held 
in plane with the attach angle to a plus or 
minus 0.002-inch tolerance. 

(2) The waffle plates attached to the 
stringers and the spar cap butt plate of the 
outer wing must be held in plane with the 
attach angle to a plus or minus 0.008-inch 
tolerance. 

Note: Therefore, the tolerance ranges set 
forth in h (1) and (2) will allow a maxi¬ 
mum of 0.010-inch interference to*a maxi¬ 
mum of 0.010-inch clearance between the 
compression angles and plates, and the butt 
plates when the wing is installed. It is 
acceptable to have either interference or 
clearance; however, the most desirable joint 
is from flush to an 0.005-inch accumulative 
interference fit. 
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Note: The inspection, remodification, 
cracked part replacement and wing installa¬ 
tion tolerance requirements of (d), (e), (f), 
(g), and (h) are identical with final require¬ 
ments established by AD 39-24-1. Therefore, 
individual aircraft maintenance records, if 
adequate, may be used to verify whether 
the necessary inspection program for an air¬ 
plane has, prior to the effective date of this 
AD, already been properly implemented and 
followed. 

(i) Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
maintenance inspector, subject to the prior 
approval of the Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Western Region, 
may adjust the repetitive inspection inter¬ 
vals specified in this Airworthiness Directive 
to permit compliance at an established in¬ 
spection period of the operator if the re¬ 
quest contains substantiating data to justify 
the increase for such operator. 

This supersedes AD 39-24-1 (21 F.R. 9449), 
AD 52-22-3 (21 F.R. 9519), and AD 58-12-1 
(Amendment 9, 23 F.R. 5560). 

(Sec. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive March 15, 1963. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 7, 1963. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1540; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

[TJD. 55829] 

PART 1—customs districts, ports, 

AND STATIONS 
Greenville, Miss.; Port of Entry 

February 6,1963. 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by section 1 of the Act of 
August 1,1914, 38 Stat. 623 (19 U.S.C. 2), 
which was delegated to the Secretary of 
the Treasury by the President by Execu¬ 
tive Order No. 10289, September 17, 1951 
(3 CFR Ch. n), and pursuant to author¬ 
ization given to me by Treasury Depart¬ 
ment Order No. 190, Rev. 1 (26 F.R. 
11877), the limits of the customs port of 
entry of Greenville, Mississippi, in Cus¬ 
toms Collection District No. 20 (New 
Orleans), which now comprise the terri¬ 
tory described in T.D. 55697, are ex¬ 
tended to include the Greenville Munici¬ 
pal Airport and the area lying between 
the Greenville Municipal Airport and the 
boundary of the city of Greenville, Mis¬ 
sissippi. The area added is described as 
follows: Commencing at the point of the 
southeast corner of the boundary of the 
city of Greenville, Mississippi, and run¬ 
ning in a southeasterly direction to the 
southwest corner of the present Green¬ 
ville Municipal Airport property; thence 
in an easterly direction along the line 
of the said property to the southeast 
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corner of the Airport property; thence 
in a northerly direction to the northeast 
corner of the Airport property; thence 
in a westerly direction to the northwest 
corner of the property and continuing 
along this line to intersection with the 
boundary of the city of Greenville, 
Mississippi. 

This extension is effective on the date 
of publication of this Treasury decision 
in the Federal Register. 

Section 1.1 (cX of the Customs regula¬ 
tions is amended by deleting the pa¬ 
renthesis and period at the end of the 
parenthetical material appearing after 
“Greenville, Miss.” in the column headed 
“Ports of Entry” in District No. 20 (New 
Orleans), and adding, “including the ter¬ 
ritory described in T.D. 55829).” 

(R.S. 161, as amended, sec. 1, 37 Stat. 434, 
sec. 1, 38 Stat. 623, as amended, R.S. 251, sec. 
624, 46 Stat. 759; 5 U.S.C. 22, 19 U.S.C. 1, 
2, 66,1624) 

[seal] James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1564; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 
SUBCHAPTER H—GRAZING 

[Circular 2097] 

PART 161—THE FEDERAL RANGE 
CODE FOR GRAZING DISTRICTS 

Fees, Time of Payment, and Refund 

On page 10 of the Federal Register of 
January 3, 1962, there were published 
proposed amendments to § 161.8, Title 43, 
Code of Federal Regulations, providing 
procedures for the establishment of 
grazing fees based on percentage ad¬ 
justments in the rate as determined by 
the grazing fee formula in effect. 

Full consideration having been given 
to comments, suggestions, and objec¬ 
tions of interested parties, I find that 
the proposed amendments are necessary 
in the public interest. Accordingly, the 
amendments filed as F.R. Doc. 62-9, Jan¬ 
uary 2, 1962, are adopted as published 
with minor typographical corrections, to 
become effective immediately upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register, in the 
form reprinted below. 

Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior . 

February 12,1963. 

1. Paragraph (b) of § 161.8 is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 161.8 Fees; lime of payment; refunds. 
***** 

(b) Licenses and permits; rates . (1) 
Each regular licensee or permittee, and 


holder of a nonrenewable license will be 
charged fees, consisting of a grazing fee 
for use of the range and a range im¬ 
provement fee, for the animal unit 
months authorized by the license or per¬ 
mit, at a rate per animal unit month. 
All billing shall be issued in accordance 
with the rates prescribed in subpara¬ 
graph (2) of this paragraph. All live¬ 
stock 6 months of age or over allowed on 
the Federal range will be considered at 
any point of time during the grazing 
period as a part of the total number 
for which a license or permit has been 
issued. No fees will be charged for live¬ 
stock under 6 months of age. Range 
improvement fees may vary in accord¬ 
ance with the character or requirements 
of the various districts or portions 
thereof. Grazing fees may differ in any 
district or unit thereof in which the 
grazing capacity of the Federal range 
is increased by reason of the addition 
of land not owned by the United States, 
or by reason of a cooperative agreement 
or memorandum of understanding be¬ 
tween the Bureau of Land Management, 
and any State or Federal agency, or any 
person, association, or corporation. A 
minimum annual charge of $10 will be 
made on all regular licenses or permits, 
and nonrenewable licenses. 

(2) (i) The fee or fees for any fee 
year, beginning on March 1, will be 
established by the Secretary at a rate 
which is equivalent to a specified per¬ 
centage, to be fixed by the Secretary, 
of the average of the prices per pound 
of beef and lamb, rounded to the nearest 
whole cent, which was paid to growers 
during the preceding calendar year in 
the markets of the 11 Western States, 
as determined by the Secretary based 
upon market prices as reported by the 
Department of Agriculture. 

(ii) The fee for any fee year may be 
changed by the Secretary from that of 
the preceding year by fixing a new 
specified percentage of the average of 
the prices per pound of beef and lamb. 
The fee for any fee year shall, in any 
event, be adjusted by the Secretary, in 
addition to any percentage adjustment 
that may be made, to conform to changes 
in market price conditions whenever in 
the preceding calendar year there is a 
change in the average of such prices, 
rounded off to the nearest whole cent, 
of 2 cents or more above or below the 
corresponding average for the preceding 
year. 

(iii) The fee or fees established by 
the Secretary for any fee year, including 
announcement of the portion thereof to 
be credited to the range improvement 
fund, will be published as a notice in 
the Federal Register. All regular bill¬ 
ings shall be issued in accordance with 
the rate or rates prescribed in the 
notice. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1664; FUed, Feb. 12, 1963: 

10:34 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 1108 ] 

[Docket No. AO-243-A8] 

MILK IN CENTRAL ARKANSAS 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Recommended Decision and 
Opportunity To File Written Excep¬ 
tions on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing Clerk 
of this recommended decision with re¬ 
spect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and or¬ 
der regulating the handling of milk in 
the Central Arkansas marketing area. 
Interested parties may file written ex¬ 
ceptions to this decision with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington 25, D.C., not 
later than the close of business the 3d 
day after publication of this decision 
in the Federal Register. The exceptions 
should be filed in quadruplicate. 

Preliminary statement. The hearing 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order as amended, were formu¬ 
lated, was conducted at Little Rock, Ar¬ 
kansas, on December 18, 1962, pursuant 
to notice thereof which was issued De¬ 
cember 7, 1962 (27 F.R. 12271). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to the Class I milk 
price. 

Findings and conclusions . The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pres¬ 
ented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Class I milk price. The minimum 
Class I price per hundredweight of 
Producer milk containing 3.5 percent 
outterfat should be the basic formula 
Price for the preceding month plus $1.60 
during the months of March through 
July and $1.84 during all other months, 
ouch price should remain in effect for 18 
months after the effective date of any 
amended order resulting from this deci¬ 
sion. 


ic ^ G r»? resent Class 1 price differentia 
s $1.74 for each month. The annua 
verage °f the proposed Class I differ 
Uals is $1.74. The effect of the pro 
posea differentials would be to providi 
thifc° nallty in the Class I price an( 
price alignment with thi 
i s * Tenne ssee, and other nearb: 
eaeral order markets. This would re 


suit in little change in the total value 
of the Class I milk of producers who 
supply the Central Arkansas market 
throughout a year. 

This decision provides Class I differen¬ 
tials identical to those in the Memphis, 
Tennessee, Federal milk order. How¬ 
ever, the adjustment in the Memphis 
Class I price based on the milk supply- 
sales relationship in the Memphis market 
is not proposed herein for use in calculat¬ 
ing the Central Arkansas Class I price. 
Prior to March 1, 1962, the Central Ar¬ 
kansas Class I price was the price an¬ 
nounced for the Memphis market, f.o.b. 
Memphis. The Memphis order during 
this time had a Class I differential of 
$1.74. Effective March 1,1962, the Mem¬ 
phis order was amended to provide sea¬ 
sonal differentials of $1.60 and $1.84. 
Effective the same date, the Central 
Arkansas order was amended to pro¬ 
vide a Class I differential of $1.74 in all 
months with the proviso that the price 
remain in effect only until March 1, 
1963. 

The Central Arkansas and Memphis, 
Tennessee, markets are closely related. 
Handlers regulated under both orders 
compete for a portion of their supply 
from producers located in Arkansas. 
The Central Arkansas market’s milk sup¬ 
ply is produced by producers located in 
Arkansas, with the exception of a frac¬ 
tion of one percent. The Central Ar¬ 
kansas market draws its supply from 
more than 40 counties with the heaviest 
concentration of producers in Lonoke, 
White and Faulkner Counties. Official 
notice is taken of the monthly publica¬ 
tion released by the Memphis market ad¬ 
ministrator, “The Memphis Milk Re¬ 
view”, issues May 1962 through January 
1963, and of a publication released by the 
market administrator in March 1962, 
“Producer Milk and Number, of Pro¬ 
ducers.” These publications show that 
the average number of Memphis market 
producers located in Arkansas for the 
year 1961 was 66. In 1962 there aver¬ 
aged 181 such producers. In the first 7 
months of 1962 the average number of 
Arkansas producers supplying the Mem¬ 
phis market was 149. In the last 5 
months of 1962 the average number was 
226. During the year of 1962 the Mem¬ 
phis market was supplied by producers 
located in 37 Arkansas counties. The 
counties supplying the most milk were 
Greene, Phillips, Fulton, and Clay. In 
many of the 37 counties there were both 
producers who supplied the Central Ar¬ 
kansas market and producers who sup¬ 
plied the Memphis market. 

There is a high degree of competition 
between the Central Arkansas and Mem¬ 
phis, Tennessee, handlers not only for a 
supply of milk but also for fluid milk 
sales. Currently, Memphis handlers 
have fluid milk sales of approximately 
four million pounds per month in 30 
Arkansas counties. Handlers under the 
Central Arkansas order have approxi¬ 
mately five and one-half million pounds 


of fluid milk sales in the same 30 
counties. 

Because of the competition for fluid 
supplies and for fluid milk sales among 
handlers in the Central Arkansas and 
Memphis, Tennessee, orders, a seasonal 
misalignment of prices might result in 
uneconomic shifts of milk supplies or 
sales. The proposed Class I differentials 
will maintain seasonal alignment of 
prices in these two markets. 

Handlers in the Central Arkansas or¬ 
der also compete for a milk supply with 
handlers in the Paducah, Kentucky; Fort 
Smith, Arkansas; and Ozarks Federal 
order markets. The supply of milk 
available 1 to Central Arkansas handlers 
is affected by the relationship of the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas Class I price to prices 
under these other orders. All three of 
these orders have seasonal pricing. 
Adoption of seasonal pricing in the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas order will promote price 
alignment with these orders and thereby 
facilitate orderly marketing. 

The basic formula price to which the 
Class I differential is added to obtain the 
Class I price under the Central Arkan¬ 
sas order and these other orders is 
identical for all markets. 

The proposal to make the Central Ar¬ 
kansas Class I price the Class I price 
announced for the Memphis, Tennessee, 
order, f.o.b. Memphis, is denied. The 
Central Arkansas Class I price should 
not be subject to the action of the supply- 
demand adjustor in the Memphis order. 
Any shift in fluid milk sales from the 
Central Arkansas area to the Memphis 
area would result in the Memphis supply- 
demand adjustor making price adjust¬ 
ments contra to the resultant change in 
the supply-demand situation in the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas market. 

The Central Arkansas Milk Producers 
Association, whose members supply milk 
to handlers regulated by the Central 
Arkansas area, has, within the past year, 
purchased a distributing plant in Mem¬ 
phis, Tennessee. This plant is regulated 
by the Memphis order and each month 
has fluid milk sales of approximately one 
million pounds. Another shift of sales 
occurred December 1, 1962, when a han¬ 
dler who has regulated plants under both 
the Central Arkansas order and the 
Memphis order commenced supplying his 
distribution point in Forrest City, Arkan¬ 
sas, from his Memphis order plant. 
Prior to this date this distribution point 
was supplied from his Central Arkansas 
order regulated plant. Such shifts of 
fluid milk sales increases the percentage 
of producer milk being utilized for Class 
I purposes in the Memphis market while 
decreasing such percentage in the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas market. Such shift of 
fluid milk sales can take place with no 
change in the combined supply and sales 
of the two markets. 

Furthermore, there is an inherent dif¬ 
ference between the two orders which 
affects the supply—Class I sales ratios in 
the two markets. The Memphis order 
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provides an individual-handler pool 
while the Central Arkansas order pro¬ 
vides a marketwide pool. In an individ¬ 
ual-handler pool the Class I sales of each 
handler are shared only among produc¬ 
ers delivering milk to that handler. In 
a marketwide pool payment is made to 
all producers on an average utilization 
for the market, thus individual handlers 
are relieved of the responsibility of main¬ 
taining a high Class I utilization in order 
to support their pay rates to producers. 
In the past year the Memphis market, 
during the months of short production, 
has had to import milk from other areas 
while the Central Arkansas order has 
had an adequate supply of milk and 
sometimes exported milk. In October 
1962, the Memphis market imported 
250,000 pounds of milk from handlers in 
the Central Arkansas market. 

The proposed Class I differential 
should remain in effect for 18 months 
after the effective date of any amending 
order resulting from this decision. The 
present conditions of milk supply and 
sales in the Central Arkansas market 
indicate that the present price level is 
maintaining an adequate but not exces¬ 
sive supply of milk for the market. How¬ 
ever, since there is no provision for auto¬ 
matic price adjustment if conditions 
change, another hearing should be held 
to review conditions before the expira¬ 
tion of the 18 months. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con - 
elusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and conclu¬ 
sions filed by interested parties are in¬ 
consistent with the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the pro¬ 
posed marketing agreement and the 
order, as hereby proposed to be amended, 
are such prices as will reflect the afore¬ 
said factors, insure a sufficient quantity 
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of pure and wholesome milk, and be in 
the public interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han¬ 
dling of milk in the same manner as, and 
will be applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The 
following order amending the order as 
amended regulating the handling of milk 
in the Central Arkansas marketing area 
is recommended as the detailed and 
appropriate means by which the fore¬ 
going conclusions may be carried out. 
The recommended marketing agreement 
is not included in this decision because 
the regulatory provisions thereof would 
be the same as those contained in the 
order, as hereby proposed to "be amended; 

1. Section 1108.51(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§1108.51 Class prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Class I milk price'. During the 
period from the effective date of this 
order until September 1, 1964, the Class 
I price shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month plus $1.60 in 
each of the months of March through 
July and $1.84 in all other months. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 7,1963. 

John P. Duncan, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-1547; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[ 9 CFR Part 201 ] 

PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS 

Termination of Market Agency and 
Dealer Bonds; Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), that it is 
proposed to amend § 201.34 (9 CFR 201.- 
34) of the regulations under the Packers 
and Stockyards Act, 1921, as amended 
and supplemented, to require longer 
notice of termination of bonds and bond 
equivalents of market agencies and 
dealers under the Act (7 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.) for the following reasons; 

At the time the present regulation was 
promulgated, registration and bonding 
under said Act were required for market 
agencies and dealers opefating at posted 
stockyards. Most of these yards were 
terminal stockyards. A limited number 
were auction markets. There were at 
that time approximately 4,000 dealers 
and market agencies registered under 
the Act. In 1958 the Act was amended to 
broaden the jurisdiction of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to include all market 
agencies and dealers operating in “com- 
merce” as defined in the Act. At the 
present time approximately 13,000 mar¬ 
ket agencies and dealers are registered 
and have filed bonds to meet the require¬ 


ments of the Act and regulations. The 
Packers and Stockyards Division is now 
processing notices of termination of 
about forty-five bonds per week. The 
present regulation requires that 10 days’ 
notice of termination of the bonds be 
given to the Division. This is inade¬ 
quate in many cases to permit the 
registrants to obtain coverage to take the 
place of that which has been terminated. 
In some cases registrants’ bonds have 
been terminated by the time the regis¬ 
trants have received notice of such 
termination. A 30 days’ notice therefore 
would appear to be more equitable to all 
parties concerned and to afford greater 
security to the public for whose protec¬ 
tion bonding is required. 

Accordingly, it is proposed that § 201.34 
of said regulations be amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 201.34 Termination of market agency 
and dealer bonds. 

Each bond or bond equivalent shall 
contain a provision requiring that, prior 
to terminating such bond or bond equiv¬ 
alent, at least thirty (30) days’ notice 
in writing shall be given to the Director, 
Packers and Stockyards Division, Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington 
25, D.C., by the party terminating the 
bond or bond equivalent. 

Interested persons who wish to submit 
any written data, views, or arguments 
pertaining to the proposal may do so 
by filing them with the Director, Packers 
and Stockyards Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25, 
D.C., within 30 days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of February 1963. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator , Regula¬ 
tory Programs , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1572; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.l 


Agricultural Research Service 
[ 9 CFR Part 27 1 

IMPORTATION OF PRODUCTS INTO 
U.S. 

Proposed Eligibility of Foreign 
Countries 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with section 4(a) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003(a)) that 
the Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering amending § 27.2(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Meat Inspection Regulations (9 CFK 
27.2(a)), pursuant to the authority con¬ 
ferred by the Meat Inspection Act, as 
amended (21 U.S.C. 71-91), and sections 
306 (b) and (c) of the Tariff Act 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 1306 (b) and (cu 
to read as follows: 

§27.2 Eligibility of foreign countries 
for importation of product into 
United States. 

(a) Whenever it shall be determined 
by the Administrator that the sysie 
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of meat inspection maintained by any 
foreign country is the substantial equiv¬ 
alent of, or is as efficient as, the system 
established and maintained by the 
United States and that reliance can be 
placed upon certificates required under 
this part from authorities of such for¬ 
eign country, notice of that fact will be 
given by including the name of such 
foreign country in paragraph (b) of this 
section, and thereafter product prepared 
in establishments in such foreign coun¬ 
try, which are approved in accordance 
with subparagraph (2) of this para¬ 
graph, shall be eligible for importation 
into the United States from such for¬ 
eign country after applicable require¬ 
ments of Parts 1 through 29 of this 
subchapter have been met. 

(1) The determination of accepta¬ 
bility of a foreign meat inspection sys¬ 
tem shall be based on an evaluation of 
the foreign program in accordance with 
the following requirements and proce¬ 
dures: 

(1) The system shall have a program 
organized and administered by the na¬ 
tional government making the request 
for eligibility; 

(ii) The legal authority for the sys¬ 
tem and regulations thereunder shall 
make adequate requirements with re¬ 
spect to: 

(a) Veterinary ante mortem inspec¬ 
tion of animals for slaughter; 

( b ) Veterinary post mortem inspec¬ 
tion of carcasses at time of slaughter; 

(c) Controls over establishment fa¬ 
cilities; 

( d ) Requirements for sanitary han¬ 
dling of product; 

(c) Supervision of all operations to 
assure wholesomeness of product and 
freedom from adulteration; 

(/) Other matters as provided in ap¬ 
plicable Parts 1 through 29 of this sub¬ 
chapter. 

(iii) A review of the foreign meat in¬ 
spection system in operation shall be 
made at stated times by an official rep¬ 
resentative of the Department after the 
system has been found to meet the re¬ 
quirements of subdivisions (i) and (ii) 
of this subparagraph. 

(2) Official establishments operating 
under the foreign system will be ap¬ 
proved for purposes of this section if 
they are determined and certified to the 
Department, by a responsible official of 
the foreign meat inspection organization, 
us fully meeting the requirements speci¬ 
fied in subparagraphs (1) (i) and (ii) of 
this paragraph, but subject to review by 
the Department (including observation 
of the establishments by Division repre¬ 
sentatives at stated times). 

Product from foreign countries not 
fisted in paragraph (b) of this section 
n ^ Visible for importation into the 
g States, except as provided by 

s 27.18. The listing of any foreign 

country under this section may be with- 
arawn whenever it shall be determined 
oy the Administrator that the system 
i meat inspection maintained by such 
countr y is not the substantial 
equivalent of, or is not so efficient as, 
*t ysiem Published and maintained 
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quired under this part from authorities 
of such foreign country; or that, for 
lack of current information concerning 
the system of meat inspection being 
maintained by such foreign country or 
for any other reason, such foreign coun¬ 
try should reestablish its eligibility for 
listing. 

The proposed amendment would speci¬ 
fy criteria for the determination of ac¬ 
ceptability of a foreign meat inspection 
system. It also would provide for de¬ 
termination and certification by the for¬ 
eign governments of foreign establish¬ 
ments which meet the requirements of 
the acceptable foreign systems. It would 
provide for physical review of the for¬ 
eign meat inspection system in operation 
and observation of the establishments 
certified as meeting the requirements. 

Any person who wishes to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments concern¬ 
ing the proposed amendment may do so 
by filing them with the Director, Meat 
Inspection Division, Agricultural Re¬ 
search Service, U.S. Department of Ag¬ 
riculture, Washington 25, D.C., within 
30 days after the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 
Comments submitted will be available 
for public inspection. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of February 1963. 

M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator , 
Agricultural Research Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1573; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 9 CFR Part 51 1 

CATTLE DESTROYED BECAUSE OF 

BRUCELLOSIS, TUBERCULOSIS, OR 

PARATUBERCULOSIS 

Proposed Payment of Indemnities 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) that, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of sections 3 and 
11 of the Act of May 29,1884, as amended 
(21 U.S.C. 114, 114a), and section 2 of 
the Act of February 2, 1903, as amended 
(21 U.S.C. Ill), it is proposed to amend 
§ 51.9 of Part 51, Subchapter B, Title 9, 
Code of Federal Regulations, relating to 
payment of indemnity for cattle de¬ 
stroyed because of brucellosis, tubercu¬ 
losis, or paratuberculosis, in the following 
respects: 

Paragraphs (d), (g), (k), and (1) of 
§ 51.9 would be amended, respectively, 
to read: 

(d) If the cattle are classified as tuber¬ 
culous or paratuberculous unless (1) 
they reacted to the tuberculin or johnin 
test or (2) revealed lesions of either 
disease upon autopsy or (3) are found 
to be exposed, are a part of a known 
infected herd and it has been determined 
by the Director of the Division that 
destruction of the cattle will contribute 
to the tuberculosis or paratuberculosis 
eradication program. 

(g) If the cattle were destroyed after 
being classified as tuberculous or para¬ 
tuberculous as provided in paragraph (d) 
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of this section unless the claim is to be 
paid in cooperation with, and supple¬ 
mentary to, payments to be made by the 
State in which said cattle were con¬ 
demned. 

(k) If the cattle were destroyed after 
being classified as tuberculous or para¬ 
tuberculous as provided in paragraph (d) 
of this section unless they were marked 
for identification by branding the letter 
“T” on the left jaw, not less than two 
nor more than three inches high, and 
unless a metal tag bearing a serial num¬ 
ber and the inscription “U.S. Reactor,” 
or a similar State reactor tag, was suit¬ 
ably attached to the left ear of each 
animal. 

(l) If the cattle were destroyed be¬ 
cause of brucellosis, unless they were 
marked for identification by branding 
the letter “B” on the left jaw, not less 
than 2 nor more than 3 inches high, and 
unless a metal tag bearing a serial num¬ 
ber and inscription “U.S. Reactor,” or a 
similar State reactor tag, was suitably 
attached to the left ear of each animal. 

Any person who wishes to submit 
written data, views, or arguments con¬ 
cerning the proposed amendment may 
do so by filing them with the Director, 
Animal Disease Eradication Division, 
Agricultural Research Service, United 
States Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., within 45 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of February 1963. 

M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1574; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 10 1 

[Docket No. 14950; FCC 63-98] 

PUBLIC SAFETY RADIO SERVICES 

Normal Operation of Certain Addi¬ 
tional Stations Without Licensed 
Operators; Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule-making in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. Proposed amendments to the above- 
entitled rules of the Commission are set 
forth below. 

3. The Commission has heretofore 
waived the licensed operator require¬ 
ments of section 318 of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, so as to 
permit normal operation by unlicensed 
persons of several categories of radio 
stations (mainly mobile) governed by the 
above-entitled rules, subject to certain 
conditions and limitations. The Com¬ 
mission took this action because of im¬ 
provements in certain operating char¬ 
acteristics and the limited range and 
low power of the transmitting equip- 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


ment, all of which tend to minimize inter¬ 
ference potentialities. 

4. During several years of regulatory 
experience' gained with mobile stations 
operating under operator license waivers 
under Part 10, no serious difficulty re¬ 
sulting from such waivers has come to 
the attention of the Commission. A re¬ 
view of the transmitting equipment of 
the land and fixed stations governed by 
the above-mentioned rules discloses 
similar improvements, and it is believed 
that, with respect to stations operating 
on frequencies above 25 Mc/s and having 
limited communication ranges, it would 
be in the public interest to waive, gen¬ 
erally, the requirement of a license for 
operation in normal rendition of service. 
The proposed amendments are designed 
to accomplish the changes necessary to 
effect such waiver. The station licensees 
would, of course, remain responsible for 
the proper operation of the stations and 
the operators, although unlicensed, 
would be subject to such sanctions as are 
provided in the Communications Act. 

5. These proposed rules are issued un¬ 
der authority of sections 4(i), 303(1), 
303 (r), and 318 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

6 . Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in §1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before March 18, 1963, and 
reply comments on or before April 1, 
1963. All relevant and timely com¬ 
ments and reply comments will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission before final 
action is taken in this proceeding. In 
reaching its decision in this proceeding, 
the Commission may also take into ac¬ 
count other relevant information before 
it, in addition to the specific comments 
invited by this notice. 

7. In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an origi¬ 
nal and fourteen copies of all statements, 
briefs, or comments filed shall be fur¬ 
nished the Commission. 

Adopted: February 6,1963. 

Released: February 7,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

It is proposed to amend Part 10 as 
follows: 

1. In § 10.107, the introductory text 
of paragraph (b) and subparagraph (3); 
paragraph (d); and the introductory 
text of paragraph (e) and subparagraphs 

(2), (3), and (4) are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 10.107 Transmitter control require¬ 
ments. 

* * * * * 

(b) A control point is an operating 
position which meets all of the follow¬ 
ing conditions: 

* * * * * 

(3) It is a position at which a person 
immediately responsible for the opera¬ 
tion of the transmitter is stationed. 

***** 

(d) A dispatch point is any position 
from which messages may be trans¬ 


mitted under the supervision of the per¬ 
son at a control point who is responsible 
for the operation of the transmitter. 
Dispatch points may be installed with¬ 
out authorization. 

(e) At each control point, the follow¬ 
ing facilities shall be installed: 

***** 

(2) Equipment to permit the person 
responsible for the operation of the 
transmitter to aurally monitor all trans¬ 
missions originating at dispatch points 
under his supervision; 

(3) Facilities which will permit the 
person responsible for the operation of 
the transmitter either to disconnect the 
dispatch point circuits from the trans¬ 
mitter or to render the transmitter in¬ 
operative from any dispatch point under 
his supervision; and 

(4) Facilities which will permit the 
person responsible for the operation of 
the transmitter to turn the transmitter 
carrier on and off at will. 

2. Section 10.155 is amended to read: 

§ 10.155 Operator requirements. 

(a) All transmitter adjustments or 
tests during or coincident with the in¬ 
stallation, servicing, or maintenance of 
a radio station, whioh may affect the 
proper operation of such station, shall 
be made by or under the immediate su¬ 
pervision and responsibility of a person 
holding a first- or second-class commer¬ 
cial radio operator license, either radio¬ 
telephone or radiotelegraph, who shall be 
responsible for the proper functioning 
of the station equipment: Provided, how - 
ever, That only persons holding a radio¬ 
telegraph first- or second-class operator 
license shall perform such functions at 
radiotelegraph stations transmitting by 
any type of the Morse code. 

(b) Except under the circumstances 
specified in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion, only a person holding a commer¬ 
cial radiotelegraph operator license or 
permit of any class issued by the Com¬ 
mission shall operate a station during 
the course of normal rendition of serv¬ 
ice when transmitting radiotelegraphy 
by any type of the Morse code. 

(c) Except under the circumstances 
specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
this section, and except as limited by 
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this section, 
an unlicensed person, after being au¬ 
thorized by the station licensee to do 
so, may operate from a control point a 
mobile, base, or fixed station, or from a 
dispatch point a base or fixed station, 
during the course of normal rendition of 
service when transmitting on frequen¬ 
cies above 25 Mc/s. 

(d) Except under the circumstances 
specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) 
of this section, and except as limited by 
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this section, 
only a person holding a commercial radio 
operator license or permit of any class 
issued by the Commission shall oper¬ 
ate a mobile station during the course 
of normal rendition of service when 
transmitting on frequencies below 25 
Mc/s: Provided, however, That an un¬ 
licensed person, after being authorized 
to do so by the station licensee, may 
operate such a mobile station during the 


course of normal rendition of service 
when transmitting on frequencies below 
25 Mc/s while it is associated with and 
under the operational control of a base 
station of the same station licensee. 

(e) Except under the circumstances 
specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
this section, and except as limited by 
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this section, 
base stations and fixed stations shall be 
operated in accordance with the follow¬ 
ing when transmitting during the course 
of normal rendition of service on fre¬ 
quencies below 25 Mc/s: 

Cl) From a control point, only a per¬ 
son holding a commercial radio operator 
license or permit of any class issued by 
the Commission shall operate a base 
station or fixed station. 

(2) From a dispatch point, an unli¬ 
censed person may operate a base sta¬ 
tion or fixed station after being author¬ 
ized to do so by the station licensee: 
Provided, however, That such operation 
shall be under the direct supervision and 
responsibility of a person who (i) holds 
a commercial radio operator license or 
permit of any class issued by the Com¬ 
mission and who (ii) is on duty at a 
control point meeting the requirements 
of Subpart C of this part. 

(f) Except under the circumstances 
specified in paragraph (a) of this section, 
and except as limited by paragraphs (g) 
and (h) of this section, no person, 
whether or not a licensed operator, is 
required to be in attendance at a station 
when transmitting during the course of 
normal rendition of service and when 
either: 

(1) Transmitting for telemetering 
purposes or 

(2) Retransmitting by self -actuating 
means a radio signal received from an¬ 
other radio station or stations. 

(g) The provisions of this section au¬ 
thorizing certain unlicensed persons to 
operate certain stations, or authorizing 
unattended operation of stations in cer¬ 
tain circumstances, shall not be con¬ 
strued to change or diminish in any 
respect the responsibility of station li¬ 
censees to have and to maintain control 
over the stations licensed to them (in¬ 
cluding all transmitter units thereof), or 
for the proper functioning and operation 
of those stations (including all trans¬ 
mitter units thereof) in accordance with 
the terms of the licenses of those stations. 

(h) Notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sions of this section, unless the trans¬ 
mitter is so designed that none of the 
operations necessary to be performed 
during the course of normal rendition of 
service may cause off-frequency opera¬ 
tion or result in any unauthorized radia¬ 
tion, and unless the transmitter is so 
installed'that all controls which may 
cause improper operation or radiation 
are not readily accessible to the person 
operating the transmitter, such trans¬ 
mitter shall be operated by a perso 
holding a first- or second-class commer* 
cial radio operator license, either r acna ‘ 
telephone or radiotelegraph as may d 
appropriate for the type of emission d - 
ing used, issued by the Commission. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1578; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963 ' 
8:49 a.m.] 





Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Social Security Administration 
LIECHTENSTEIN 

Notice of Finding Regarding Social 
Insurance and Pension System 

February 5,1963. 

Section 202(t) (2) of the Social Secu¬ 
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 402(t) (2)) authorizes 
and requires the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, to find whether 
a foreign country has in effect a social 
insurance or pension system which is 
of general application in such country 
and under which periodic benefits, or the 
actuarial equivalent thereof, are paid 
on account of old age, retirement, or 
death; and whether individuals who are 
citizens of the United States but not 
citizens of such foreign country and who 
qualify for such benefits are permitted 
to receive such benefits or the actuarial 
equivalent thereof while outside such 
foreign country without regard to the 
duration of the absence. 

Pursuant to the authority duly vested 
in him by the Secretary of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare, the Commissioner 
of Social Security has considered evi¬ 
dence relating to the social insurance or 
pension system of Liechtenstein, from 
which evidence it appears that under 
the social insurance or pension system 
of Leichtenstein a citizen of the United 
States cannot qualify for or receive bene¬ 
fits while outside that country. 

Accordingly, it is hereby determined 
and found that Liechtenstein does not 
have in effect a social insurance or pen¬ 
sion system which meets the require¬ 
ments of section 202(t) (2) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 402(t) (2)). 

[seal] Robert M. Ball, 

Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: February 7, 1963. 

Anthony J. Celebrezze, 

Secretary of Health , Education, 
and Welfare. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1557; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


department of the treasury 


Comptroller of the Currency 

COMMERCIAL AND SAVINGS BANK 
OF ST. CLAIR AND CITIZENS STATE 
BANK OF EMMETT 


Report on Competitive Factors In¬ 
volved in Merger Application 


On December 28, 1962, the Boart 
governors of the Federal Reserve i 

mi? c V P ^i Uant t0 12 usc - 1828(c), 
quested the Comptroller of the Cum 

1 ep0r L on the competitive fac 


involved in the proposed merger of the 
$13.4 million Commercial and Savings 
Bank of St. Clair, St. Clair, Michigan, 
with the $2.7 million Citizens State 
Bank of Emmett, Emmett, Michigan, 
under the charter of the former and 
with the title “The Commercial and 
Savings Bank of St. Clair County/' 

On January 31, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency reported that because 
of the need of the Emmett bank for 
depth in management and considering 
the availability of other sources of credit 
in the area, the effect of the proposal 
upon banking competition would be 
favorable. 

Copies of this report are available on 
request to the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 7,1963. 

[seal] A. J. Faulstich, 

Administrative Assistant to 
the Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1560; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


ELYRIA SAVINGS AND TRUST CO. AND 
GRAFTON SAVINGS AND BANKING 
CO. 

Report on the Competitive Factors 

Involved in Merger Application 

On January 3, 1963, the Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 1828(c), requested 
the Comptroller of the Currency to re¬ 
port on the competitive factors involved 
in the proposed merger of the $8 million 
Grafton Savings and Banking Company, 
Grafton, Ohio, into the $50 million Elyria 
Savings and Trust Company, Elyria, 
Ohio. 

On February 4, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency reported that the effect 
of this proposal on banking competition 
in the area would be negligible due to the 
presence of many strong banking 
institutions. 

Copies of this report are available on 
request to the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 7, 1963. 

[seal] A. J. Faulstich, 

Administrative Assistant to 
the Comptroller of the Currency. 

(F.R. Doc. 63-1561; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


NATIONAL BANK OF LIBERTY AND 
SOUTH FALLSBURG NATIONAL 
BANK 

Notice of Decision Granting Applica¬ 
tion To Consolidate 

On November 27, 1962, the $16.2 mil¬ 
lion National Bank of Liberty, Liberty, 
New York, and the $7.4 million South 
Fallsburg National Bank, South Falls- 


burg, New York, applied to the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency for permission to 
consolidate under the charter of the for¬ 
mer and under the title, “Community 
National Bank." 

On February 1, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application, 
effective on or after February 8, 1963. 

Copies of this decision are available 
on request to the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 7, 1963. 

[seal] A. J. Faulstich, 

Administrative Assistant to 
the Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1562; Filed. Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


SECOND NATIONAL BANK OF NEW 
HAVEN AND AMERICAN BANK 
AND TRUST CO. 

Notice of Decision Granting Applica¬ 
tion To Merge 

On November 23, 1962, The American 
Bank and Trust Company of New Haven, 
Connecticut, and The Second National 
Bank of New Haven, New Haven, Con¬ 
necticut, applied to the Comptroller of 
the Currency for permission to merge 
under the charter and title of the latter. 

On February 1, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application, 
effective on or after February 7, 1963. 

Copies of this decision are available 
on request to the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 7, 1963. 

[seal] A. J. Faulstich, 

Administrative Assistant to 
the Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1563; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[W-0236537] 

WYOMING 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands; Correction 

February 6 , 1963. 

A Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands, appearing as F.R. 
Doc. 63-630, filed January 21, 1963, on 
page 564 of the January 22, 1963 issue, 
contained an incorrect land description. 
Under Curtis Canyon Campground that 
part of the description shown as T. 41 
N., R. 114 W. is corrected to read T. 41 
N., R. 115 W. 

Ed Pierson, 
State Director. 

[FR. Doc. 63-1542; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Research Service 

IDENTIFICATION OF CARCASSES OF 
CERTAIN HUMANELY SLAUGH¬ 
TERED LIVESTOCK 

Supplemental List of Humane 
Slaughterers 

Pursuant to section 4 of the Act of 
August 27, 1958 (7 U.S.C. 1904) and the 
statement of policy thereunder in 9 
CPR 181.1 the following table lists 
additional establishments operated un¬ 
der Federal inspection under the Meat 
Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 71 et seq.) 
which have been officially reported as 
humanely slaughtering and handling the 
species of livestock respectively desig¬ 
nated for such establishments in the 


table. This list supplements the list 
previously published under the Act (28 
F.R. 1269) for January and represents 
those establishments and species which 
were reported too late to be included in 
the earlier list or which have come into 
compliance with respect to species in¬ 
dicated since the completion of the re¬ 
ports on which the earlier list was based. 
The establishment number given with 
the name of the establishment is 
branded on each carcass of livestock in¬ 
spected at that establishment. The 
table should not be understood to indi¬ 
cate that all species of livestock slaugh¬ 
tered at a listed establishment are 
slaughtered and handled by humane 
methods unless all species are listed for 
that establishment in the table. Nor 
should the table be understood to indi¬ 
cate that the affiliates of any listed 
establishment use only humane methods: 


[Supp. No. 1 to Report No. 1] 
Humane Slaughter 


INDICATING THOSE SPECIES SLAUGHTERED HUMANELY IN EACH ESTABLISHMENT UNDER FEDERAL 

MEAT INSPECTION 


January 1963. 


Name of establishments 


Kenton Packing Co. 

Utica Veal Co., Inc. 

Shonyo Packing Co__ 

Missouri Farmers Assn. Packing Division. 

New York State College of Agriculture. 

Nobles Independent Meat Co. 

Anza Packing Co. 

DeWitt Packing Corp___ 

Wholesale Cooperative Meat Dealers Assn. 

Greendell Packing Corp. 

Perretta Packing Co., Inc.. 

City of Austin Municipal Abattoir. 

San Antonio Packing Co. 

E. S. Read and Sons, Inc.. 

Sierra Meat Co. 

Pahler Packing Corp. 

Vermont Dressed Beef Co., Inc. 

Tobin Packing Co., Inc.. 

National Meat Packers, Inc. 

Cappellino Abattoir, Inc. 

Armour and Co. 


Establishment No. 

Cattle 

Calves 

Sheep 

Goats 

Swine 

Horses 

36. 

(*) 

(*) 



(*) 


88... 

<*) 




93... 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 



159.. 

M 

(*) 


165.. 

n 

(*) 

(*) 


(*) 


335. 


* 




345.. 

§ 

* 

(*) 




456.. 

(*) 




541. 

*) 





542.. 


(*) 





571... 






590. 

(*) 





602.. 

m 

M 

(*) 

(*) 



672. 

r) 

W 

(*) 



862. 

(*) 





880... 

(*) 






883... 

(*) 






893. 




(*) 


917... 

(*) 

n 



(*) 


939.... 

n 





1085.. 

(*) 

o 











21 establishments reported. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 8th day of February 1963. 

R. K. Somers, 

Acting Director , Meat Inspection Division , 

Agricultural Research Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 63-1575; FUed, Feb. 12, 1963; 8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 

[Dept. Order 185] 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT CORPORATION 

Delegation of Authority With Respect 
to Direction and Supervision 

The following order was issued by the 
Secretary of Commerce effective Janu¬ 
ary 31, 1963. 

Section 1. Purpose . The purpose of 
this order is to provide for the neces¬ 
sary direction and supervision of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation by the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce pursuant to Executive Order of 
the President. 

Sec. 2. General. .01 The Saint Law¬ 
rence Seaway Development Corporation 
was created by Public Law 83-538 of 
May 13, 1954, which provides in section 


1, “There is hereby created, subject to 
the direction and supervision of the 
President, or the head of such agency as 
he may designate, a body corporate to 
be known as the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation.” By Execu¬ 
tive Order 10534, of June 9, 1954, as 
amended by Executive Order 10771, of 
June 23, 1958, the President designated 
the Secretary of Commerce to direct and 
supervise the Corporation, except that 
the Secretary of Defense shall direct and 
supervise the Corporation’s functions 
which directly and exclusively concern 
construction of the Saint Lawrence River 
navigation project. 

.02 The provisions of this Depart¬ 
ment Order are applicable to all func¬ 
tions and activities of the Corporation 
except such construction functions and 
activities as are subject to the direction 
and supervision of the Secretary of De¬ 
fense under said Executive Order. 

Sec. 3. Functions and responsibilities. 
.01 The functions of the Corporation 


are set forth in Public Law 83-358, 68 
Stat. 92 (33 U.S.C. 981 et seq.) which 
also provides for the positions of Ad¬ 
ministrator and Deputy Administrator, 
and the duties of such positions. 

.02 In the conduct of its activities 
the Corporation shall comply with De¬ 
partment Orders and Administrative 
Orders. The Administrator is hereby 
authorized to exercise any authorities 
delegated to the head of a primary or¬ 
ganization unit by Department Orders 
or Administrative Orders necessary to 
the performance by the Administrator 
of his duties. 

.03 Each officer or employee of the 
Department who performs a function 
assigned by a Department Order or Ad¬ 
ministrative Order which affects the ac¬ 
tivities of primary organization units of 
the Department shall also perform such 
functions with respect to the Corpora¬ 
tion’s activities. Within the scope of his 
authority any such officer or employee 
may, where warranted, grant an excep¬ 
tion to the provisions of a Department 
Order or Administrative Order. 

.04 The Under Secretary of Com¬ 
merce for Transportation is designated 
as the officer in the Department who 
shall have responsibility for coordinat¬ 
ing activities between the Department 
and the Corporation. 

.05 The Administrator shall keep the 
Secretary appropriately informed con¬ 
cerning all significant activities and 
problems of the Corporation. 

Sec. 4. Advisory Board. The Advisory 
Board appointed pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of 33 U.S.C. 982(c) serves in an 
advisory capacity to the Administrator. 
Its functions shall be carried out in 
accord with appropriate administrative 
arrangements established by the Admin¬ 
istrator. 

Sec. 5. Organization and Assignment 
of Functions. An Organization and 
Function Supplement to this order, pre¬ 
scribing the organization and assignment 
of functions within the Saint Lawrence 
Seaway Development Corporation, shall 
be developed and issued by the adminis¬ 
trator, Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop¬ 
ment Corporation, with the approval of 
the Under Secretary for Transportation 
and the Assistant Secretary for Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Effective date: January 31, 1963. 

Herbert W. Klotz, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 

[FR. Doc. 63-1553; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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[Docket 6428] 

NORTHWEST AIRLINES, INC. 

flail Rate International Operations, 
1954; Notice of Oral Argument 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
he provisions of the Federal Aviatio 
id of 1958, as amended, that oral argu- 
nent in the above-entitled proceeding 
tssigned to be heard on March 6, W > 


















































































Wednesday, February 13, 1963 

Building, Connecticut and Florida Ave¬ 
nues NW., Washington, D.C., before the 

Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
8 , 1963. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1558; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket 14093] 

FRONTIER AIRLINES, INC. 

Denver-Kansas City Fare Case; Notice 
of Hearing 

In the matter of the Denver-Kansas 
City first-class fare proposed by Frontier 
Airlines, Inc. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in 
the above-entitled proceeding will be 
held on March 12, 1963, at 10:00 a.m. 
(m.s.t.), in Courtroom B, Room 227, Post 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, before 
Examiner Ross I. Newmann. 

For information concerning the issues 
involved and other details in this pro¬ 
ceeding, interested persons are referred 
to Board Order E-19029, dated Novem¬ 
ber 23, 1962; the Prehearing Conference 
Report served on January 28, 1963; and 
other documents which are in the docket 
of this proceeding on file in the Docket 
Section of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 

7,1963. 

[seal] Ross I. Newmann, 

Hearing Examiner. 

(FH. Doc. 63-1559; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC 63-105] 

JOINT COMMITTEE TO PROMOTE DE¬ 
VELOPMENT OF UHF BROADCAST¬ 
ING 

Proposed Establishment 

February 7, 1963. 

ttu° help expedite expansion of 
UHF television service which will be 
ushered in by all-channel receivers, the 
Commission proposes to establish a 
Committee for the Full Development 
of UHF Broadcasting” that will be rep¬ 
resentative of the FCC and the various 
industry groups interested in this objec- 
f lve * An organizational meeting will be 

SP a date and Place to be announced 

shortly. 

At the request of the Commission, 
congress enacted Public Law 87-529, au- 
norizing the Commission to require that 
television receivers shipped in interstate 

iir* t K merce for sale or resa l e to the pub- 
° apab le of receiving all frequencies 
by Commission to televi¬ 
sion broadcasting, in November of 1962, 
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the Commission issued rules implement¬ 
ing that law. The purpose of the law 
and rules is to promote the full use of 
one of the Nation’s most valuable na¬ 
tional resources—the radio spectrum 
and specifically, the 70 UHF channels 
allocated to television broadcasting. 

The Commission believes it vital to 
follow up these regulations with all 
appropriate steps to enhance the devel¬ 
opment of UHF broadcasting. Accord¬ 
ingly, it proposes the establishment of 
advisory committee, the Committee for 
Full Development of UHF Broadcasting. 
The Committee would be composed of 
representatives of the Commission and 
of various groups which could be help¬ 
ful in promoting the growth of UHF 
television. Among such groups are the 
UHF broadcasters (including of course 
the recently formed Association for 
Competitive Television), Electronics In¬ 
dustries Association (representatives of 
both the TV set and transmitting manu¬ 
facturers) , the National Association of 
Broadcasters, National Association of 
Educational Broadcasters, National 
Educational Television (NET), and the 
three major TV networks. The list is by 
no means complete and others who be¬ 
lieve they could contribute would, of 
course, be welcome. 

Through such a Committee, which 
would function over the coming critical 
years, the Commission could obtain 
insight into the problems as they arise 
and, where appropriate, take corrective 
rule making or other actions. For ex¬ 
ample, Commission action might be 
taken to assure, as fully as possible 
within its jurisdiction, the technical de¬ 
velopment of UHF broadcasting and 
reception. As to these important tech¬ 
nical aspects, the Commission believes 
it most desirable that there be a con¬ 
tinuing forum for face-to-face ex¬ 
changes between the UHF broadcasters 
and the television set manufacturers 
during this critical period. 

The Committee could also perform 
the very useful function of collecting and 
disseminating information concerning 
the practical problems confronting the 
UHF broadcaster in differing market 
circumstances, the methods used by 
broadcasters to meet those problems, and 
whether a particular method was suc¬ 
cessful or effective. As to this latter 
function, the Commission representa¬ 
tives, in recognition of the fact that such 
practical marketing questions are mat¬ 
ters for the broadcaster—and not the 
Commission — would not participate 
(other than in keeping with the require¬ 
ments of Executive Order 11007 on 
“Industry Advisory Committees”). 

Interested persons are invited to at¬ 
tend an organizational meeting to be 
held at a date and place which will be 
specified in a later notice. 

Adopted: February 6,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1587; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:50 ajn.] 
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[FCC 63-103] 

AMERICAN WATERWAYS 
OPERATORS, INC. 

Temporary Licensing of Ship Stations 

Aboard Various Permanently 

Moored Vessels; Memorandum 

Opinion and Order 

1. On December 28, 1962, The Ameri¬ 
can Waterways Operators, Inc. (herein¬ 
after referred to as AWO), 1025 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue, Suite 502, Washington 
6 , D.C., filed an informal petition re¬ 
questing the Commission to grant for a 
one-year period temporary ship radio¬ 
telephone station licenses authorizing 
the intership frequency 2738 kc/s and 
the frequency 2182 kc/s aboard various 
permanently moored vessels. 

2. The instant request contains the 
following supporting information. 
AWO represents an industry operating 
some 4,000 tugboats and towboats and 
16,000 barges on approximately 25,000 
miles of commercially navigable inland 
waterways of the United States. AWO 
states that the temporary license period 
is being requested on behalf of the barge 
and towing vessel industry and is neces¬ 
sary pending implementation of AWO’s 
approved program for a standardized 
VHF radiotelephone system on the 
inland waterways. 

3. AWO notes that its VHF program 
has been under development for over a 
year and the possibilities of its imple¬ 
mentation have been greatly enhanced 
by the Commission action in Docket No. 
14375. (In that docket, the Commission 
provided for the licensing of single¬ 
channel VHF equipment.) AWO fur¬ 
ther states that it is preparing a bro¬ 
chure on the VHF maritime mobile 
radiotelephone service on the inland 
waterways which should lay the neces¬ 
sary foundation to commence implemen¬ 
tation of the VHF program. 

4. AWO believes that VHF services 
will become reasonably effective by the 
end of 1963, but until that time ship 
stations on permanently moored ves¬ 
sels should be licensed on the frequen¬ 
cies 2738 kc/s and 2182 kc/s. To sup¬ 
port this request, AWO notes that unless 
the temporary licenses are granted seri¬ 
ous disruptions of essential logistic serv¬ 
ices to the barge and towing vessel 
industry will occur. According to AWO, 
these services have been developed to 
their present efficiency over a period of 
many years, based on effective commun¬ 
ications with moored vessels which here¬ 
tofore have been authorized for licens¬ 
ing by the FCC. As AWO sees it, 
severe economic hardship would be im¬ 
posed upon the industry by the elimi¬ 
nation of present methods of communi¬ 
cation without permitting at least a 
gradual transition to VHF. Also of- 
lerred in support of the request was 
AWO’s statement that the radio sta¬ 
tions on permanently moored vessels 
on the 2 Mc/s frequencies are essen¬ 
tial to the safety of operation of tow¬ 
boats and barges and harbor craft by 
providing prompt and effective contact 
in times of emergency, as well as during 
normal operations, including harbor 
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control, and that such communications 
serve an important role in rescue opera¬ 
tions within such harbor areas. As a 
last claim in support of its request, 
AWO said that public coast stations 
cannot serve as a substitute for harbor 
communications because of unacceptable 
delays, due to permanently scheduled 
traffic and limited hours of operation. 

5. The essence of the AWO request is 
contained in the foregoing paragraphs. 
The operations that AWO makes refer¬ 
ence to are those permanently moored 
vessels or objects, which are not eligible 
for ship station licenses, but which, 
nonetheless, have been licensed in the 
past as ship stations. Pursuant to an 
orderly program, the Commission has 
been rectifying this irregularity. 

6 . An organized program whereby 
ships and coast stations operating on 
the Mississippi River and connecting in¬ 
land waterways would install VHP com¬ 
munication systems is in the public in¬ 
terest. If such program is underway, 
and if there is a reasonable likelihood 
that VHP installations will be function¬ 
ing on a sizeable portion of such ships 
within the near-term future, there 
would be some merit to permitting con¬ 
tinued operation by ship stations op¬ 
erating on 2 Mc/s frequencies aboard 
permanently moored vessels in this area, 
to facilitate an orderly transition to 
VHP by both ships and the harbor op¬ 
erators. 

7. It is noted, however, that AWO has 
submitted the barest minimum in the 
way of documenting its assertions. 
Thus, it has presented no facts and 
figures to document the alleged “unac¬ 
ceptable delays’* which would result by 
using public coast facilities to transmit 
orders for services and supplies from 
ships to the harbor operators. There 
are no facts presented to indicate the 
number of ships which are now equipped 
with VHF systems, and what percentage 
this constitutes of the total number of 
vessels regularly plying these waterways. 
The AWO program for implementing a 
VHP radiotelephone system on these in¬ 
land waterways is not presented in de¬ 
tail, but is stated to involve the publi¬ 
cation of a brochure expected to go to 
press in January 1963. 

8 . Under these circumstances, it does 
not appear that fully granting AWO’s re¬ 
quest to maintain the status quo until 
December 31, 1963, is warranted. How¬ 
ever, the Commission is cognizant of the 
possibility that transition problems may 
have resulted from its program to bring 
coastal operations on permanently 
moored vessels into compliance with its 
rules and the International Regulations. 
If the same services now rendered by 
such coastal operations are to continue, 
it is clear that ships need to be equipped 
with VHF systems to communicate di¬ 
rectly with these coastal operations. 
Thus, as a means to facilitate this trans¬ 
ition, the Commission has determined to 
grant some relief until June 30, 1963, as 
hereinafter ordered. 

9. If AWO submits to the Commission 
on or before May 15, 1963, a report on 
the success of its program to encourage 
installation of VHF systems on ships and 
at coastal operations, and if such report 


contains facts and figures documenting 
that substantial progress has been made, 
and that adequate VHF coverage will be 
achieved within a reasonable period of 
time, the Commission will then give 
consideration to some further extension 
of the relief granted herein. In the ab¬ 
sence of such a showing, the Commis¬ 
sion will take such further steps as are 
appropriate looking toward a resumption 
of its program implementing its policy 
to eliminate the usage of ship stations 
for coastal operations aboard perma¬ 
nently moored vessels. 

10. In view of the foregoing, the re¬ 
quest of AWO is granted in part to the 
extent that the Commission will permit 
the continued operation of stations 
aboard permanently moored vessels on 
the Mississippi River and connecting in¬ 
land waters now licensed as ship sta¬ 
tions until June 30, 1963, and will grant 
such temporary authorizations to previ¬ 
ously existing operations as may be ap¬ 
propriate for the same period. 

Adopted: February 6, 1963. 

Released: February 8, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1579; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:49 a.m.] 

[Docket No. 14953; FCC 63-113] 

CLINCH MOUNTAIN BROADCASTING 
CO. 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Jack T. Helms, 
Jack J. Delisi and William G. Stallard 
d/b as Clinch Mountain Broadcasting 
Company, Lebanon, Virginia, Docket No. 
14953, File No. BP-14969; requests 1380 
kc, 500 w, Day, Class III, for construction 
permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of 
February 1963; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed application; 

It appearing, that, except as indi¬ 
cated by the issues specified below, the 
applicant is legally, technically, finan¬ 
cially, and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate as proposed; and 

It further appearing that Jack T. 
Helms, 52 percent partner of the ap¬ 
plicant, is also vice-president, general 
manager and 14 percent stockholder of 
the licensee of Station WNVA, Norton, 
Virginia; 1 that the latter station is lo¬ 
cated approximately 28 miles from the 
site of the instant proposal; that there 
would be extensive overlap of the nor¬ 
mally protected primary service areas 
and the WNVA 0.5 mv/m contour over¬ 
laps and provides primary service to 
Lebanon; and, that accordingly, in con¬ 


1 R. B. Helms, brother of Jack T. Helms, 
and Mrs. R. B. Helms, own the remaining 
86 percent. 


sidering the subject application and 
§ 3.35(a) of the rules, it is appropriate 
to consider the size, extent and location 
of the area served; the extent of overlap 
involved; the number of persons residing 
within the overlap area; the classes of 
stations involved; the extent of other 
competitive service to the areas in ques¬ 
tion; the extent to which the stations 
will rely on the same revenue and pro¬ 
gram sources; the nature of the pro¬ 
gramming that the stations will present 
with particular reference to the needs of 
the communities they are designed to 
serve; the advertising practices of he 
stations; the source of program material 
and talent for each station; and such 
other factors as will tend to demon¬ 
strate that the overlap involved will or 
will not be in contravention of § 3.35(a) 
of the Commission’s rules; and 

It further appearing, that, in view of 
the foregoing, the Commission is unable 
to make the statutory finding that a 
grant of the subject application would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity, and is of the opinion that 
the application must be designated for 
hearing on the issues set forth below: 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309(e) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the application is 
designated for hearing, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from the instant application and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2 . To determine whether a grant of 
the instant proposal would be in con¬ 
travention of the provisions of § 3.35(a) 
of the Commission rules with respect to 
multiple ownership of standard broad¬ 
cast stations. 

3. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, whether a grant of the ap¬ 
plication would serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity. 

It is further ordered, That, in the 
event of a grant of the instant applica¬ 
tion, the construction permit shall con¬ 
tain the following condition: Pending a 
final decision in Docket No. 14419 with 
respect to pre-sunrise operation with 
daytime facilities, the present provisions 
of § 3.87 of the Commission rules are 
not extended to this authorization, and 
such operation is precluded. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail 
itself of the opportunity to be heard, 
the applicant, pursuant to § 1.140 of the 
Commission rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and P res ^r 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. .. 

It is further ordered. That the apph- 
cant herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a)(2) of the Communications acj 
of 1934, as amended, and § 1 . 362 (b) o 
the Commission’s rules, give notice ° 
the hearing, within the time and in t 
manner prescribed in such rule, a 
shall advise the Commission of the pu - 








Wednesday, February 13, 1963 

lication of such notice as required by 
§ 1 . 362 (h) of the rules. 

Released: February 8, 1983. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[PR. Doc. 63-1580; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14951; FCC 63-111] 

GOLDEN TRIANGLE BROADCASTING, 
INC. (WEEP) 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Golden Triangle 
Broadcasting, Inc. (WEEP), Mt. Oliver, 
Pennsylvania, Docket No. 14951, File No. 
BP-14199; has 1080 kc, 1 kw, Day, Class 
n-D (Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania), re¬ 
quests 1070 kc, 500 w, DA-N, U, Class 
n-B (Mt. Oliver, Pennsylvania), for 
construction permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of 
February 1963; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed application; 

It appearing, that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, the appli¬ 
cant is legally, technically, financially, 
and otherwise qualified to construct and 
operate as proposed; and 
It further appearing that the following 
matters are to be considered in connec¬ 
tion with the aforementioned issues 
specified below: 

1. The borough of Mt. Oliver consists 
of an area, approximately eight-tenths 
of a mile long and six-tenths of a mile 
wide, which is completely surrounded by 
urbanized Pittsburgh. Its population, 
according to the 1960 Census, is 5,980 
persons. The proposal would suffer 
nighttime population loss of over 10 
percent but the applicant claims an ex¬ 
ception to § 3.28(d) (3) of the rules in 
that it would provide Mt. Oliver with its 
first local standard broadcast nighttime 
facility. However, it has not been con¬ 
clusively determined that Mt. Oliver is 
a separate community for the purposes 
°f § 3.28(d) (3), and accordingly, an 
issue to that effect will be included. 

2. According to the applicant's data, 
the proposal would be limited to the 20.8 
mv/m contour at night. This limitation 
would result in a loss of 67.2 percent of 
the population and 88.6 percent of the 

!v e u 4 .* within n ommlly protected 

uighttime contour of 2.5 mv/m. Appli- 
r* nt has submitted a study purporting 
^at the proposed operation 
ouia not represent an inefficient utili- 
«*of toe channel, but a question 
^ ains 85 to whether the operation 
of roJ? inefficient within the meaning 
of * 3-24 of the rules. 

WftirUier appearing, that, in view of 
tA l°' egoin S> toe Commission is unable 
era!!* 2 s tototory finding that a 
servo the sub j ect application would 
Public interest, convenience 
necessity, and is of the opinion that 
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the application must be designated for 
hearing on the issues set forth below: 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the application is 
designated for hearing, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which may be expected to gain or 
lose primary service from the proposed 
operation of Station WEEP and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2. To determine, for the purposes of 
§ 3.28(d) (3) of the Commission's rules, 
whether Mt. Oliver, Pennsylvania, is a 
separate community from Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. 

3. To determine, if it is concluded that 
Mt. Oliver, Pennsylvania, is a separate 
community pursuant to Issue No. 2 above, 
whether because of the interference re¬ 
ceived, the nighttime proposal of Station 
WEEP would be consistent with the re¬ 
quirements of § 3.24 of the Commission's 
rules, and, if not, whether circumstances 
exist which would warrant a waiver of 
said section. 

4. To determine, if it is concluded that 
Mt. Oliver, Pennsylvania is not a sep¬ 
arate community pursuant to Issue No. 2 
above, whether interference received 
from existing stations would affect more 
than ten percent of the population 
within the normally protected nighttime 
primary service area of the instant pro¬ 
posal, in contravention of § 3.28(d) (3) of 
the Commission’s rules, and, if so, 
whether circumstances exist which would 
warrant a waiver of said section. 

5. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, whether a grant of the ap¬ 
plication would serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity. 

It is further ordered, That, in the event 
of a grant of the application herein, the 
construction permit shall contain the 
following conditions: Pending a final de¬ 
cision in Docket No. 14419 with respect to 
pre-sunrise operation with daytime fa¬ 
cilities, the present provisions of § 3.87 
of the Commission rules are not extended 
to this authorization, and such operation 
is precluded. 

Before program tests are authorized, 
permittee shall submit sufficient field in¬ 
tensity measurement data to establish 
that the proposed nondirectional day¬ 
time radiation pattern has not been dis¬ 
torted due to the presence of nearby 
man-made structures. 

Permittee shall be responsible for in¬ 
stallation and adjustment of whatever 
filters, traps, or other devices as may be 
necessary to eliminate any serious re- 
radiation, crossmodulation, or other 
harmful interaction which may be 
caused with Station WEEP or any 
standard broadcast station. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail it¬ 
self of the opportunity to be heard, the 
applicant, pursuant to § 1.140 of the 
Commission rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
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evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

It is further ordered, That the appli¬ 
cant herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.362(b) of the 
Commission’s rules, give notice of the 
hearing, within the time and in the 
manner prescribed in such rule, and shall 
advise the Commission of the publica¬ 
tion of such notice as required by 
§ 1.362(h) of the rules. 

Released: February 8, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1581; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:49 am.] 


I Docket No. 14954; FCC 63-114] 

MAGIC CITY BROADCASTING CORP. 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Magic City Broad¬ 
casting Corporation, Docket No. 14954, 
File No. BMP-10258; for additional time 
to construct Radio Station WBHM, Bir¬ 
mingham, Alabama. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of 
February 1963; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-entitled application 
for additional time to construct Radio 
Station WBHM, Birmingham, Alabama; 
a “Petition to Deny Application or Desig¬ 
nate for Hearing” filed May 28, 1962, 
against said application by Voice of 
Dixie, Incorporated, licensee of Radio 
Station WVOK, Birmingham, Alabama; 
WBHM’s Opposition filed June 7, 1962; 
and WVOK’s Reply of June 11, 1962; 

It appearing, that, on September 7, 
1960, the Commission granted a permit 
to construct a new Class II daytime 
standard broadcast station at Birming¬ 
ham, Alabama, to the Birmingham 
Broadcasting Company, a partnership 
consisting of Richard Cobb (25 percent), 
Mary Cobb (25 percent), Charles R. 
Rudolph (30 percent) and Farley W. 
Warner (20 percent); and 

It further appearing that in the orig¬ 
inal partnership agreement Charles R. 
Rudolph agreed to lend to any corpora¬ 
tion subsequently formed by the above 
principals the sum of $140,000 to finance 
the construction and early operation of 
the station; and 

It further appearing that on Decem¬ 
ber 23, 1960, the Commission consented 
to the assignment of the above permit to 
Magic City Broadcasting Corporation, in 
which all partners retained their respec¬ 
tive ownership interests; and 

It further appearing that based on the 
permittee’s representations that it had 
“gone forward with the procurement of 
the equipment and transmitter site for 
the authorized 50 kilowatt operation 
* * *” the Commission, on May 8, 1961, 
granted a first extension of time to com¬ 
plete construction (File No. BMP-9420) 
through November 7,1961; and 
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It further appearing, that, on Novem¬ 
ber 2, 1961, the permittee applied (Pile 
No. BMP-9920) for a second extension of 
time to complete construction, stating 
that construction had been delayed be¬ 
cause of its search for an alternate 
transmitter site large enough to accom¬ 
modate eventual nighttime facilities; 
and that on December 6, 1961, said ex¬ 
tension application was granted through 
May 4,1962; and 

It further appearing that in response 
to an appropriate application the Com¬ 
mission on January 15, 1962, granted a 
modified permit specifying the new 
transmitter site desired by the permit¬ 
tee; and 

It further appearing that the above- 
entitled application for a third extension 
of the permit concedes that no title or 
lease to the new site has yet been 
acquired and that firm equipment orders 
have not yet been placed; and 

It further appearing that during the 
period of time in which extension of the 
Birmingham permit was being sought, 
Richard and Mary Cobb filed an applica¬ 
tion for authority to construct a new 
standard broadcast station at Richmond, 
Virginia (File No. BP-14814) and con¬ 
tinued to prosecute their application for 
a new standard broadcast station at 
McLean, Virginia (File No. BP-13153); 
and 

It further appearing that, based on 
these and other transactions, WVOK 
alleges a pattern of ‘‘trafficking in radio 
frequencies” by Richard and Mary Cobb, 
but does not request that it be made a 
party to any hearing held on the above- 
entitled application; and 

It further appearing, that, although 
WVOK has failed to establish a prima 
facie case of “trafficking,” the foregoing 
matters suggest an abuse of official proc¬ 
esses and raise questions of good faith 
and diligence on the part of the per¬ 
mittee, and that the Commission is 
therefore unable to determine, without 
hearing, that grant of the above-entitled 
extension application would serve the 
public interest; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section 
319(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the above-entitled 
application is designated for hearing at 
a time and place to be specified by sub¬ 
sequent Order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine at what point in time 

Charles R. Rudolph withdrew from his 
commitment to finance the construction 
and early operation of Radio Station 
WBHM, and if this was the real reason 
underlying the permittee’s failure to 
construct (rather than the reasons 
ascribed by Richard and Mary Cobb in 
their first two applications for additional 
time). ^ 

2. To determine, if the foregoing issue 
is answered in the affirmative, whether 
Richard and Mary Cobb have made full 
disclosures and have otherwise demon¬ 
strated good faith in their dealings with 
the Commission. 

3. To determine whether Richard and 
Mary Cobb, by continuing to file and 
prosecute other applications after the 
grant of the WBHM construction permit 
on September 7, 1960, failed to exercise 
proper diligence in proceeding with the 


construction of the latter station or in 
any way abused the Commission’s appli¬ 
cation and hearing processes. 

4. To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced under the foregoing is¬ 
sues, whether the reasons advanced by 
Richard and Mary* Cobb in support of 
the above-entitled application for fur¬ 
ther extension of completion date consti¬ 
tute a showing that failure to complete 
construction was due to causes not under 
the control of the permittee corporation, 
or constitute a showing of other matters 
sufficient to warrant an extension within 
the meaning of section 319(b) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 1.323(a) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

5. To determine whether, on the basis 
of the evidence adduced with respect to 
the foregoing issues, grant of the above- 
entitled application would serve the pub¬ 
lic interest, convenience and necessity. 

It is further ordered , That further 
Commission action with respect to Magic 
City’s co-pending application (File No. 
BAP-584, as amended) for consent to 
assignment of construction permit to 
Southeast Broadcasting Corporation 
shall be withheld until a final decision 
is reached on the above-entitled appli¬ 
cation for additional time to construct. 

It is further ordered, That the “Peti¬ 
tion to Deny Application or Designate for 
Hearing” filed May 28, 1962, by Voice of 
Dixie, Incorporated (WVOK) is hereby 
granted to the extent indicated above, 
and in all other respects is denied. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail it¬ 
self of the opportunity to be heard, the 
applicant herein, pursuant to § 1.140 of 
the Commission’s rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall, within 20 days of the 
mailing of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence on the issues specified in 
this order. 

Released: February 8, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary, 

[P.R. Doc. 63-1582; Piled, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14952; PCC 63-112] 

NORRISTOWN BROADCASTING CO., 
INC. (WNAR) 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Norristown Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc. (WNAR), Norris¬ 
town, Pennsylvania, Docket No. 14952, 
File No. BP-12902; Has: 1110 kc, 500 w, 
Day, Class II; Requests: 1110 kc, 50 kw, 
DA-Day, Class II, for construction 
permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of 
February 1963; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed applications; 


It appearing that the Commission, for 
the reasons hereinafter indicated, makes 
no finding at this time regarding the 
qualifications of the Norristown Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., to operate 
either the present or proposed facilities 
of WNAR and will make no finding in 
the evidentiary hearing ordered herein, 
except to the extent indicated by the 
issues set forth below; and 

It further appearing that Norristown 
Broadcasting Company, Inc., is con¬ 
trolled by Sam G., N. Joe, and Farris E. 
Rahall. As individuals, and as trustees 
for the Estate of Deem F. Rahall, the 
Rahall brothers own 95.2 percent of the 
applicant and, in addition to other 
broadcast interests in Florida, own 93.6 
percent of the licensee of Station WRAP, 
Allentown, Pennsylvania. Ogden R. 
Davies, an officer, director and 4.8 per¬ 
cent stockholder of the applicant, is pres¬ 
ident of and owns 29.5 percent of the 
stock of the licensee of Station WEEZ, 
Chester, Pennsylvania, and, in addition, 
owns 4.6 percent of State WKAP; and 

It further appearing that the Allen¬ 
town and Chester stations, respectively, 
are located 34 miles North and 21 miles 
South of the applicant’s site; that at 
present the normally protected primary 
service area (0.5 mv/m contour) of 
WNAR overlaps the service areas of the 
other two stations; that in both instances 
the areas of overlap appear to be sub¬ 
stantial within the meaning of § 3.35(a) 
of the rules; and 

It further appearing, that, a grant of 
the instant proposal would result, on the 
one hand, in a slight decrease in the area 
of overlap with WKAP and, on the other 
hand, an increase in the area of overlap 
with WEEZ; that while the increase in 
the area commonly served by WNAR and 
WEEZ appears, on net, to be relatively 
small, the greatest portion of increased 
overlap will occur within an area served 
by a signal strength of at least 2 mv/m; 
that in addition to the overlap situation, 
a substantial question exists regarding 
the geographical concentration of broad¬ 
cast interests within a radius of 34 miles 
of Norristown; that, accordingly, in con¬ 
sidering the proposal and § 3.35 of the 
rules, it appears appropriate to consider 
the size, extent and location of the areas 
served and to be served; extent of the 
overlap involved; the number of persons 
residing within the overlap area; the 
classes of stations involved; the extent 
of other competitive service to the areas 
in question; the extent to which the sta¬ 
tions will rely on the same revenue and 
program sources; the nature of the pro¬ 
gramming that the stations will present 
with particular reference to the needs of 
the communities they are designated to 
serve; the advertising practices of the 
stations; the source of program material 
and talent for each station; and such 
other facts as will tend to demonstrate 
that the overlap and/or concentration of 
control involved will or will not be in 
contravention of § 3.35 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; and 

It further appearing that by Memo- 
randum Opinion and Order, in Docxei 
Nos. 12445-50 (FCC 62-676, 23 Pike ana 
Fischer R.R. 901) adopted June 29, lwj 
the Commission stayed its decision o 







FEDERAL REGISTER 


1383 


Wednesday , February 13, 1963 

January 17, 1962, (32 FCC 197, 23 Pike 
and Fischer R.R. 1) wherein WTSP-TV, 
Inc (a corporation under common con¬ 
trol with the applicant) was granted a 
construction permit for Channel 10 at 
Largo, Florida, and remanded the pro¬ 
ceeding to determine, inter alia, whether 
WTSP-TV, Inc., possesses the requisite 
character qualifications to be a licensee 
of the Commission; and 

It further appearing, that, in the event 
it is concluded, pursuant to the issues set 
forth below, that the application of the 
Norristown Broadcasting Company, Inc., 
should not be denied, the application will 
be held without final action until such 
time as dispositive action is taken with 
respect to the application of WTSP-TV, 
Inc., and, at that time, the application 
of the Norristown Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Inc., will be granted or denied as 
appropriate; and 

It further appearing, that MetroMedia, 
Inc., formerly Metropolitan Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation, licensee of Station 
WNEW, New York, New York, on Octo¬ 
ber 5, 1962, filed a “Petition to Withdraw 
‘Petition to Designate Application For 
Hearing’ ” wherein it was requested that 
the “Petition to Designate Application 
For Hearing”, filed February 19, 1960, 
and directed against the instant applica¬ 
tion, be withdrawn in light of an agree¬ 
ment between the petitioner and the 
applicant, dated September 20, 1962, 
wherein petitioner agreed to withdraw 
the objection and applicant agreed to 
amend the application, reducing the 
RMS effective field intensity at one mile 
from 1360 mv/m to 1250 mv/m and that 
the applicant has so amended and, ac¬ 
cordingly, the petition withdrawing a 
previous petition will be granted. 

It further appearing, that, in view of 
the foregoing, the Commission is unable 
to make the statutory finding that a 
grant of the subject application would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity, and is of the opinion that 
the application must be designated for 
hearing on the issues set forth below: 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the application is de¬ 
signated for hearing, at a time and place 
to be specified in a subsequent order, 
upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which may be expected to gain or 
lose primary service from the proposed 
operation of Station WNAR and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2 - To determine whether a grant of 
the proposal of the Norristown Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., would be in con- 
«ion of the Provisions of § 3.35(a) 
m n- e , Comini ssion rules with respect to 
multiple ownership of standard broad¬ 
cast stations. 

3. To determine whether a grant of 
r Q !r Proposa * Norristown Broad- 

t^ tm ?. Company ’ Inc *> would be in con- 
^ ent i lon °. f § 3 - 35(b) of the Commis- 

nf L* 6 ? with respect to concentration 
or control. 

J*. determine, in the light of the 
adduced pursuant to the fore- 
r ,. ,f ls sues, whether a grant of the 
applications would serve the public in- 
t, convenience and necessity. 

No. 31-3 


It is further ordered, That, should the 
application of the Norristown Broadcast¬ 
ing Company, Inc., not be denied, final 
action with respect to the application 
shall be withheld until dispositive action 
is taken with respect to the application 
of WTSP-TV, Inc., Docket No. 12449, File 
No. BPCT-2437. 

It is further ordered, That the “Peti¬ 
tion to Withdraw ‘Petition to Designate 
For Hearing’,” filed by MetroMedia, Inc. 
on October 5,1962, is granted. 

It is further ordered, That, in the event 
of a grant of this application, the con¬ 
struction permit shall contain the follow¬ 
ing condition: This authorization is sub¬ 
ject to compliance by permittee with 
any applicable procedures of the FA A. 

It is further ordered, That, to avail 
itself of the opportunity to be heard, 
the applicant, pursuant to § 1.140 of the 
Commission rules, in person or by attor¬ 
ney, shall, within 20 days of the mailing 
of this order, file with the Commission 
in triplicate, a written appearance stat¬ 
ing an intention to appear on the date 
fixed for the hearing and present evi¬ 
dence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

It is further ordered, That the appli¬ 
cant herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 1.362(b) of 
the Commission’s rules, give notice of 
the hearing, within the time and in the 
manner prescribed in such rule, and 
shall advise the Commission of the pub¬ 
lication of such notice as required by 
§ 1.362(h) of the rules. 

Released: February 8, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1583; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 

[Docket No. 14390; FCC 63M-176] 

RISDEN ALLEN LYON 
Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Risden Allen Lyon, 
Charlotte, North Carolina, Docket No. 
14390, File No. BP-14661; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion filed February 6, 
1963, by Risden Allen Lyon requesting 
that the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding now scheduled to be held on 
February 7,1963, be continued to Febru¬ 
ary 28, 1963; and 

It appearing that the reason for the 
requested continuance is the inability of 
the applicant to appear in Washington 
as a witness on February 7, 1963 due to 
illness; and 

It further appearing that counsel for 
the Chief, Broadcast Bureau has no ob¬ 
jection to a grant of this petition and 
to a waiver of the provisions of § 1.43 
of the Commission’s rules in order to 
permit immediate consideration thereof, 
and good cause for the requested exten¬ 
sion having been shown; 

^ It is ordered, This the 6th day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1963, that the motion for con¬ 
tinuance is granted and the hearing in 


the above-entitled proceeding is contin¬ 
ued from February 7, 1963, to February 
28, 1963. 

Released: February 7, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1584; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:49 ajn.] 


[Docket Nos. 14773, 14774; FCC 63M-169] 

SEMO BROADCASTING CORP. AND 
BROWNSVILLE BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Semo Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation, Sikeston, Missouri, 
Docket No. 14773, File No. BP-14129; Roy 
Davis, tr/as Brownsville Broadcasting 
Co., Brownsville, Tennessee, Docket No. 
14774, File No. BP-14145; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a “Motion to Continue 
Hearing” filed in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ter by Semo Boradcasting Corporation 
on February 5, 1963, and 

It appearing that substantial and com¬ 
plex engineering questions have come to 
light in the past two weeks as a result 
of a series of informal conferences 
among the consulting engineers for the 
applicants, respondents, and the Broad¬ 
cast Bureau, and that such questions 
could best be resolved if the engineers 
were permitted to study these questions 
informally together for a few additional 
weeks, thus actually expediting the 
conclusion of the case, and 

It further appearing that counsel for 
all other interested parties have agreed 
to the grant of the motion and that good 
cause for granting the same has been 
shown, 

It is ordered, This 5th day of February 
1963, that the motion is granted, and 
that accordingly the hearing now sched¬ 
uled for February 11, 1963, is rescheduled 
to commence at 10:00 a.m., March 11, 
1963, in the Commission’s Offices in 
Washington, D.C. 

Released: February 7,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1585; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 

[Docket Nos. 14581, 14582; FCC 63M-1741 

WIDU BROADCASTING, INC., AND 
AL-OR BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of WIDU Broadcast¬ 
ing, Inc., Asheboro, North Carolina, 
Docket No. 14581, File No. BP-14348; 
W. A. Corbett, J. R. Marlowe, Roy Cox, 
Jr. tr/as AL-OR Broadcasting Company, 
Mebane, North Carolina, Docket No. 
14582, File No. BP-15051; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

It is ordered. This 5th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1963, on the Hearing Examiner’s 
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own motion, that the further hearing 
now scheduled for February 25 is con¬ 
tinued to March 18, 1963. 

Released: February 7, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1586; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

ATLANTIC AND GULF-INDONESIA 
CONFERENCE 

Notice of Filing of Agreement 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Commission for approval pur¬ 
suant to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (39 Stat. 733: 75 Stat. 763; 46 U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement 8080-4, between the mem¬ 
ber lines of the Atlantic and Gulf-Indo¬ 
nesia Conference, modifies the approved 
agreement of that Conference which 
covers the establishment and mainte¬ 
nance of rates, charges, and practices in 
connection with the transportation of 
cargo from the United States Atlantic 
and Gulf of Mexico ports to ports in 
Indonesia, Portuguese Timor, and 
Netherlands New Guinea, by providing 
that advice of admissions to membership 
and withdrawals from membership in the 
Conference shall be promptly furnished 
to the Governmental agency charged 
with the administration of section 15 of 
the Shipping Act, 1916, and that with¬ 
drawals from such membership shall be 
permitted without peiffilty. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Foreign Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., or may inspect a copy at the offices 
of the District Managers of the Commis¬ 
sion in New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La.„ 
and San Francisco, Calif., and may sub¬ 
mit to the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., within 
20 days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register, written state¬ 
ments with reference to the agreement 
and their position as to approval, dis¬ 
approval, or modification, together with 
request for hearing should such hearing 
be desired. 

Dated: February 8, 1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1565; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


ATLANTIC AND GULF-SINGAPORE, 
MALAYA AND THAILAND CONFER¬ 
ENCE 

Notice of Filing of Agreement 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Commission for approval pur¬ 


suant to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (39 Stat. 733; 75 Stat. 763; 46 U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement 8240-2, between the mem¬ 
ber lines of the Atlantic and Gulf-Singa¬ 
pore, Malaya and Thailand Conference, 
modifies the approved agreement of that 
Conference, which covers the establish¬ 
ment and maintenance of rates, charges, 
and practices in connection with the 
transportation of cargo from the United 
States Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico ports 
to ports in Singapore, Malaya, Thailand, 
Sarawak, British North Borneo, Labuan 
and Brunei, by providing that advice of 
the admissions to membership and with¬ 
drawals from membership in the Confer¬ 
ence shall be promptly furnished to the 
Governmental Agency charged with the 
administration of section 15 of the Ship¬ 
ping Act, 1916, and that withdrawals 
from such membership shall be per¬ 
mitted without penalty. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Foreign Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., or may inspect a copy at the offices 
of the District Managers of the Commis¬ 
sion in New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., 
and San Francisco, Calif., and may sub¬ 
mit to the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., with¬ 
in 20 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register, written state¬ 
ments with reference to the agreement 
and their position as to approval, disap¬ 
proval, or modification, together with 
request for hearing should such hearing 
be desired. 

Dated: February 8,1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1566; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


PORT OF SEATTLE AND MATSON 
TERMINALS, INC. 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Commission for approval pur¬ 
suant to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763; 46 U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreemeiit No. 9015, between the Port 
of Seattle (Port), and Matson Terminals, 
Inc. (Matson), provides for a five year 
lease of certain pier and terminal prop¬ 
erty in Seattle, Washington, for use as 
a general steamship terminal and steve¬ 
doring and related warehouse business. 
As rental, Matson will pay $781.60 per 
month for certain nonoperating areas 
and, in addition, guarantees Port $60,- 
000.00 annually from wharfage, wharf 
demurrage and dockage. Wharfage, 
wharf demurrage and dockage charges 
will be as shown in Port’s tariff, except 
on Hawaiian Island traffic, in which case 
wharfage and wharf demurrage charges 
are as shown in Matson’s tariff. Rates 
named in Matson’s tariff are subject to 
review by the Port and are to be main¬ 


tained at a level acceptable to the Port. 
The Port reserves the right to make use 
of pier space provided it does not inter¬ 
fere with Matson’s use of such space. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Domestic Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., and may submit within 20 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, written statements 
with reference to the agreement and 
their position as to approval, disapproval, 
or modification, together with request 
for hearing should such hearing be 
desired. 

Dated: February 8,1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1567; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File 7-2270] 

HARVEY ALUMINUM, INC. 

Notice of Application for Unlisted 

Trading Privileges and of Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing 

February 7, 1963. 

In the matter of application of the 
Philadelphia - Baltimore - Washington 
Stock Exchange for unlisted trading 
privileges in a certain security. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to section 12(f) (2) of the Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f—1 thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stock of the 
following company, which security is 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 

Harvey Aluminum, Inc., File 7-2270. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
February 21, 1963, from any interested 
person, the Commission will determine 
whether the application shall be set down 
for hearing. Any such request should 
state briefly the nature of the interest 
of the person making the request and 
the position he proposes to take at the 
hearing, if ordered. In addition, any 
interested person may submit his views 
or any additional facts bearing cn the 
said application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., not later than the date speci¬ 
fied. If no one requests a hearing, tnis 
application will be determined by oroer 
of the Commission on the basis of tn 
facts stated therein and other informa¬ 
tion contained in the official files of t 
Commission pertaining thereto. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

[FJEfc. Doc. 63-1543; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963 ’ 
8:45 a.m.1 
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Delegation of Authority 30A (Rev. 1) ] 

REGIONAL DIRECTORS 

Special Delegation of Authority To 
Conduct Program Activities in Re¬ 
gional Offices 

I. In addition to the authority granted 
by Delegation of Authority No. 30 (Revi¬ 
sion 7), 27 F.R. 6247, there is hereby 
delegated to each Regional Director as 

follows: 

Effective date: February 1,1963: 

Regions I (Boston), II (New York), III 
(Philadelphia), IV (Richmond), V 
(Atlanta); 

Effective date: March 1,1963: 

Regions VIII (Minneapolis), IX (Kansas 
City), XI (Denver), XII (San Francisco), 
xm (Seattle) ; 

Effective date: March 15, 1963: 

Regions VI (Cleveland), VII (Chicago), X 
(Dallas), XIV (Los Angeles), XV 

(Detroit); 

the authority to approve applications 
for Certificates of Competency received 
from small business concerns which are 
located and will perform the contract 
within the geographical jurisdiction of 
his regional office, when the total value 
of the contract to be awarded as a result 
of the issuance of a Certificate of Com¬ 
petency does not exceed $50,000. 

II. The authority delegated herein 
may not be redelegated. 

III. The authority delegated herein 
may be exercised by any SBA employee 
designated as Acting Regional Director. 

Effective date: As indicated above. 

John E. Horne, 
Administrator . 

(PR. Doc. 63-1568; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice No. 506] 

motor carrier applications and 

CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

February 8,1963. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
niission’s general rules of practice in¬ 
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241) 
governing notice of filing of applications 
oy motor carriers of property or passen¬ 
gers or brokers under sections 206, 209, 
and 211 of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and certain other proceedings with re¬ 
spect thereto. 

All hearings and prehearing confer¬ 
ences will be called at 9:30 a.m., 
United States standard time or 9:30 a.m., 
°cal daylight saving time, if that time 
is observed, unless otherwise specified. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hear¬ 
ing or Prehearing Conference 

motor carriers of property 

No. MC 18405 (Sub-No. 2), filed Jan¬ 
uary 15, 1963. Applicant: DELL VANS, 
INC., 5808 York Road, Baltimore 12, Md. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
between points in Maryland (except 
points in Allegany and Garrett Counties 
and Baltimore, Md.), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Delaware, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

HEARING: March 21, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Lawrence A. Van Dyke, Jr. 

No. MC 26739 (Sub-No. 32), filed Sep¬ 
tember 13, 1962. Applicant: CROUCH 
BROS., INC., Transport Building, St. 
Joseph, Mo. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Salt, in bulk, from Hutchinson, 
Kanopolis, Lyons, and South Hutchin¬ 
son, Kans., to points in Iowa; those in 
Illinois on and north of the southern 
boundaries of Pike, Scott, Morgan, San¬ 
gamon, Macon, Moultrie, Douglas, and 
Edgar Counties; and those in Missouri, 
on and north of the southern boundaries 
of Buchanan, DeKalb, Caldwell, Living¬ 
ston, Linn, Macon, Shelby, and Marion 
Counties (except Fillmore, Gower, and 
St. Joseph, Mo.). 

HEARING: April 1, 1963, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before Ex¬ 
aminer Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MG 29654 (Sub-No. 38), filed No¬ 
vember 29, 1962. Applicant: FURNI¬ 
TURE EXPRESS, INC., Fluvanna Road, 
R.D. No. 1, P.O. Box 585, Jamestown, 
N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: Kenneth 
T. Johnson, Bank of Jamestown Bldg., 
Jamestown, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, ov„er irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) New furniture, from Benning¬ 
ton and Arlington, Vt., to points in Ohio, 
Michigan, Indiana, Kentucky, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Virginia, Delaware, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia, and those in New York on and west 
of a line commencing at Lake Ontario 
at or near Oswego, N.Y., and extending 
south along New York Highway 57 to 
Syracuse, N.Y., thence south along U.S. 
Highway 11 to the New York-Pennsyl- 
vania State line; and (2) returned, 
damaged, defective, and rejected ship¬ 
ments of the above-specified commodity, 
from the above-specified destination 
points to Bennington and Arlington, Vt. 

HEARING: April 3, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 95), filed 
January 23, 1963. Applicant: KROB- 
LIN REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 
P.O. Box 218, Sumner, Iowa. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Margarine, oleo¬ 
margarine, lard substitutes, shortening, 
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vegetable oil, vegetable oil shortenings, 
salad dressings, and sandwich spreads, 
in containers and packages, when mov¬ 
ing in temperature controlled vehicles, 
from Osceola (Mississippi County), Ark., 
to points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, North Carolina, North Dakota, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: March 5, 1963, at the 
Claridge Hotel, Memphis, Tenn., before 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 37292. (Sub-No. 1), filed Jan¬ 
uary 11, 1963. Applicant: DIRECT DE¬ 
LIVERY SERVICE INC., 345 West 36th 
Street, New York 18, N.Y. Applicant’s 
attorney: Arthur J. Piken, 160-16 Ja¬ 
maica Avenue, Jamaica 32, N.Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: readymade gar¬ 
ments and piece goods, and empty con¬ 
tainers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
above described commodities, between 
New York, N.Y., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Hanover, N.J. 

HEARING: March 25, 1963, at 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 46280 (Sub-No. 48) (CLARI¬ 
FICATION) , filed October 19, 1962, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue January 
16, 1963, corrected January 22, 1963, 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: DARLING FREIGHT, INC., 
4000 Division Avenue S., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., Applicant’s attorney: Rex Eames, 
1800 Buhl Building, Detroit, Mich. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to delete the word “near” before Detroit, 
Mich., as shown in previous publication, 
also to note that applicant is seeking au¬ 
thority to “operate between Detroit, Mich., 
and the Village of Champ, Mo., in addition 
to the described areas in Michigan”. 

HEARING: Remains assigned March 
11, 1963, at the U.S. Court House and 
Custom House, 1114 Market Street, St. 
Louis, Mo., before Examiner David 
Waters. 

No. MC 49743 (Sub-No. 2), filed Jan¬ 
uary 17, 1963. Applicant: CHRISTIE’S 
WAREHOUSE & TRANSFER, INCOR¬ 
PORATED, 15 Rice Court, P.O. Box 
2374, Hartford, Conn. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Coin operated machines 
and dispensers, uncrated, between Hart¬ 
ford, Conn., New York, N.Y., Newark, 
N.J., and Springfield, N.J. 

HEARING: March 22, 1963, at the 
Hartford Statler Hilton, Hartford, 
Conn., before Examiner Laurence E. 
Masoner. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 262), filed 
October 15, 1962. Applicant: RE¬ 

FINERS TRANSPORT & TERMINAL 
CORPORATION, 111 West Jackson 
Boulevard, Chicago 4, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry bulk commodities, in 
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tank and hopper type vehicles, between 
points in Michigan, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: March 25, 1963, at the 
Palmer House, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 8), filed Sep¬ 
tember 4, 1962. Applicant: SCHNEI¬ 
DER TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 
817 McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 
Applicant’s attorney: Edward Solie, 1 
South Pinckney Street, Madison 3, Wis. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Cellu¬ 
lose materials and products and cellulose 
materials and products combined with 
paper, plastic, synthetics and cloth, such 
as, but not limited to, sanitary pads, 
dressings, bandages, diapers, tissues, bed 
pads and maternity pads, and incidental 
supplies, premiums and advertising ma¬ 
terials when shipped with said commodi¬ 
ties, from Green Bay, Wis., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Il¬ 
linois, Michigan, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and New 
Jersey, and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used or useful in the nianufac- 
ture and distribution of the above de¬ 
scribed commodities, from points in the 
destination states described in (1), to 
Green Bay, Wis. 

HEARING: April 3, 1963, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Examiner Donald R. 
Sutherland. 

No. MC 52556 (Sub-No. 7), filed Octo¬ 
ber 19, 1962. Applicant: G. KAY, INC., 
Fairmont, Nebr. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: C. A. Ross, 1004-1005 Trust Build¬ 
ing, Lincoln 8, Nebr. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Mineral mixtures, in packages, in 
mixed truckload shipments of salt and 
salt compounds, from the site of the 
Morton Salt Company Plant located at 
Hutchinson, Kans., to points in Nebraska, 
and exempt commodities , on return. 

HEARING: April 8, 1963, at the Ne¬ 
braska State Railway Commission, Capi¬ 
tol Building, Lincoln, Nebr., before Joint 
Board No. 19, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 52709 (Sub-No. 187), filed 
October 28, 1962. Applicant: RINGSBY 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 3201 Ringsby 
Court, Denver 5, Colo. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Wine and brandy, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in California to 
points in Van Buren County, Mich. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: March 28,1963, at the Pal¬ 
mer House, Chicago, Ill., before Exam¬ 
iner Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 52709 (Sub-No. 203), filed 
January 9, 1963. Applicant: RINGSBY 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 3201 Ringsby 
Court, Denver 5, Colo. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Liquid latex and chemicals, in bulk, 


in tank vehicles, from Ringwood and 
McHenry, Ill., to points in California. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: April 1, 1963, at the Los 
Angeles Statler Hilton, Los Angeles, 
Calif., before Examiner Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 67200 (Sub-No. 16), filed De¬ 
cember 16, 1962. Applicant: THE 

FURNITURE TRANSPORT COMPANY, 
INC., 5 Hart Street, West Haven, Conn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Arthur J. Piken, 
160-16 Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica 32, N.Y. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, 
crated and uncrated, and empty con¬ 
tainers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
above described commodities, between 
East Arlington and North Bennington, 
Vt., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Mary¬ 
land, Delaware, the District of Columbia, 
and points on and east of a line from 
Oswego, N.Y., through Syracuse along 
New York Highway 57, thence along U.S. 
Highway 11 to the Pennsylvania State 
line. 

HEARING: April 3, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 89497 (Sub-No. 6), filed Jan¬ 
uary 7, 1963. Applicant: DOWD AND 
STOLZ TRANSFER CO., INC., 1120 
South 13th Street, Norfolk, Nebr. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: C. A. Ross, 
1004-1005 Trust Building, Lincoln 8, 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Mineral 
mixtures, in packages, in mixed truck- 
load shipments of salt and salt com¬ 
pounds, from Hutchinson, Kans., to 
points in Nebraska and South Dakota. 

HEARING: April 8, 1963, at the 
Nebraska State Railway Commission, 
Capitol Building, Lincoln, Nebr., before 
Joint Board No. 293, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 451), filed 
August 8, 1962. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Albany Road, 
Thomasville, Ga. Applicant’s attorney: 
Duane W. Acklie, Box 2028, Lincoln, 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from points east of UJS. Highway 
383 and 183 and south of U.S. Highway 
30 in Nebraska (except Omaha), to 
points in Colorado, Nebraska, Nevada 
and Wyoming. 

HEARING: April 10, 1963, at the Ne¬ 
braska State Railway Commission, Capi¬ 
tol Building, Lincoln, Nebr., before Ex¬ 
aminer Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 497) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed January 10, 1963, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue February 
6, 1963, amended February 1, 1963, re¬ 
published as amended this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: WATKINS MOTOR LINES, 
INC., Albany Highway, Thomasville, Ga. 
Applicant’s attorney: Joseph H. Black- 
shear, Gainesville, Ga. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 


ing: Meat and meat products, canned 
and frozen, from Springfield, N.J., and 
points in New York City, NY., commer¬ 
cial zone, to points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Virginia, Georgia, Flor¬ 
ida, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas! 
Oklahoma, New Mexico, Arizona, and 
California. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned 
March 25, 1963, at the Offices of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Alton 
R. Smith. 

No. MC 104523 (Sub-No. 24), filed No¬ 
vember 7, 1962. Applicant: WILLIAM 
HAROLD HUSTON, doing business as 
HUSTON TRUCK LINE, 219 Maple 
Street, Friend, Nebr. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: C. A. Ross, 1004-1005 Trust 
Building, Lincoln 8, Nebr. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Mineral mixtures, in pack¬ 
ages, in mixed truckload shipments of 
salt and salt compounds, (1) from the 
site of the Morton Salt Company plant 
located at Hutchinson, Kans., to points 
in Iowa, Nebraska and Wyoming, and 
(2) from the site of the Morton Salt 
Company plant located at Grand Saline, 
Tex., to points in Iowa, Missouri, Kan¬ 
sas, Nebraska, and South Dakota, and 
exempt commodities in connection with 
routes (1) and (2) above, on return. 

Note: Applicant has pending contract 
carrier application in MC 123470 Sub-No. 1; 
therefore, dual operations may be involved. 

HEARING: April 8, 1963, at the Ne¬ 
braska State Railway Commission, Capi¬ 
tol Building, Lincoln, Nebr., before 
Examiner Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. 234) 
(AMENDMENT), filed August 27, 1962, 
published Federal Register, issue of De¬ 
cember 5, 1962, and republished as 
amended, this issue. Applicant: AL- 
TERMAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC., 
P.O. Box 65, Allapattah Station, Miami 
42, Fla. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
fruits and canned fruit juices, in con¬ 
tainers, from points in Florida to points 
in West Virginia and Kentucky, and 
those in Pennsylvania on and west of 
U.S. Highway 219. 

Note: The purpose of this republication is 
to add the Pennsylvania territory to that as 
previously published. 

HEARING: March 7, 1963, at the Hotel 
Tampa Terrace, Tampa, Fla., before Ex¬ 
aminer James O’D. Moran. 

No. MC 107839 (Sub-No. 49), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1962. Applicant: DENVER- 
ALBUQUERQUE MOTOR TRANSPORT, 
INC., 5135 York Street, Denver, Colo. 
Applicant’s attorney: Marion F. Jones, 
526 Denham Building, Denver 2, Colo. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Canned citrus 
juices, from points in Florida to Shreve¬ 
port, La., and points in Texas, Arizona, 
Colorado, New 'Mexico, California, ana 
Oklahoma. (2) Chilled and frozen 
juices and citrus products (requiring re¬ 
frigeration) from points in Florida o 
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points in Texas, Arizona, Colorado, Okla¬ 
homa, California, and New Mexico. (3) 
Frozen bakery goods , from points in 
Florida to points in Texas, Arizona, Colo¬ 
rado, Oklahoma, California, New Mexico, 
Utah, Oregon, Washington, and Idaho. 

HEARING: March 21,1963, at the New 
Customs House, Denver, Colo., before 
Examiner Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 103), filed 
October 11, 1962. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS, a corporation, 318 
Cadiz Street, Dallas, Tex. Applicant’s 
attorney: Wm. E. Livingstone III, First 
National Bank, Dallas 2, Tex. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car - 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Food, food prepa¬ 
rations, food stuffs, confections and 
confectionery products, in mechanically 
refrigerated vehicles, from St. Louis, 
Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill., Commercial 
Zone, to points in Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Oklahoma, Texas, and Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. 

HEARING: March 28, 1963, at the 
Pick-Mark Twain Hotel, St. Louis, Mo., 
before Examiner Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 224), filed 
January 7, 1963. Applicant: SOUTH¬ 
ERN TANK LINES INC., 4107 Bells 
Lane, Louisville 11, Ky. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Naphthalene, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Toledo, Ohio, to 
Augusta, Ga. 

HEARING: March 19, 1963, in the 
New Post Office Building, Columbus, 
Ohio, before Examiner Donald R. Suth¬ 
erland. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 226), filed 
January 23, 1963. Applicant: SOUTH¬ 
ERN TANK LINES INC., 4107 Bells 
Lane, Louisville 11, Ky. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum and petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Somerset, Ky., to points in Alabama, 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, and Virginia. 

HEARING: February 21, 1963, at the 
Kentucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 110698 (Sub-No. 239), filed 
January 23, 1963. Applicant: RYDER 
TANK LINE, INC., Winston-Salem 
Road (P.O. Box 457), Greensboro, N.C. 
Applicant’s attorney: Francis W. Mc- 
Inerny, 1000 16th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton 6, D.C. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Charleston, S.C., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island and Vermont. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: March 22, 1963, at the Of- 
nces of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer David Waters. 

No MC 111812 (Sub-No. 183), filed 
^tober 1962 - Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT, INC, Wilson 
terminal Building, P.O. Box 747, Sioux 

tvTij 8 * Dak * Applicant’s attorney: 
ttonald L. Stem, 924 City National Bank 
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Building, Omaha, Nebr. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, packinghouse prod¬ 
ucts and commodities distributed by 
packinghouses, as described in Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766, dairy products and cheese, and sup¬ 
plies used by packinghouses, between 
Sioux Falls and Madison, S. Dak, 
Estherville, and Ottumwa, Iowa, and 
points in Wisconsin. 

HEARING: March 20, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C, before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
September 27, 1962. Applicant: CUR¬ 
TIS, INC, 770 East 51st Street, Denver 
16, Colo. Applicant’s attorney: Duane 
W. Acklie, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, and 
exempt commodities, when moving with 
regulated commodities, from points east 
of U.S. Highways 383 and 183, and points 
in Nebraska south of U.S. Highway 30 
(except Omaha), to points in Colorado, 
Nebraska, Nevada, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: April 10, 1963, at the 
Nebraska State Railway Commission, 
Capitol Building, Lincoln, Nebr, be¬ 
fore Examiner Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 108), filed 
November 14, 1962. Applicant: ERICK¬ 
SON TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 
MPO Box 706, 706 West Tampa, Spring- 
field, Mo. Applicant’s attorney: Turner 
White, 809 Woodruff Building, Spring- 
field, Mo. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fox 
brew concentrate , in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Oconto, Wis, to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

HEARING: March 26, 1963, at the 
Palmer House, Chicago, Ill, before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 114194 (Sub-No. 43), filed 
February 1,1963. Applicant: KREIDER 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC, 8003 Collins¬ 
ville Road, East St. Louis, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sugar, dry, granulated, in 
bulk, and liquid sugar, sucrose, sugar in¬ 
verts, and blends of liquid sugar, sucrose 
and inverts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from St. Louis, Mo, to points in Missouri, 
Illinois, Iowa, and Indiana and rejected 
shipments of the above described com¬ 
modities, on return. 

HEARING: February 25, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C, before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 114569 (Sub-No. 58), filed 
February 4, 1963. Applicant: SHAF¬ 
FER TRUCKING, INC, Elizabethville, 
Pa. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Charcoal 
and charcoal briquettes, (1) from Brook - 
ville, Pa, to points in Maine (a) north 
of U.S. Highway 2 from the New Hamp¬ 
shire State line to Bangor, Maine, and 
(b) north and east of U.S. Highway 
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Alternate 1, from Bangor, Maine, to 
Ellsworth, Maine, and (c) north and 
east of Maine Highway 3 from Ells¬ 
worth, Maine, to Hulls Cove, Maine, and 
(2) frbm Cookeville and Lyles, Tenn, 
and points within twenty-five (25) miles 
of each, to points in Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
St. Louis, Mo, and points in North 
Carolina, Ohio, and South Carolina. 

HEARING: March 8, 1963, at the Pub¬ 
lic Utilities Commission, 111 North High 
Street, Columbus, Ohio, before Exam¬ 
iner David Waters. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 41), filed 
February 1, 1963. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INC, 719 Buder Building, 
707 Market Street, St. Louis, Mo. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Fertilizers and 
fertilizer materials and (2) anhydrous 
ammonia and nitrogen solutions, in bulk, 
from Crystal City, Mo, and points with¬ 
in ten (10) miles thereof, to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Mississippi, and Tennessee, 
and empty containers or other such in - 
cidental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states to a limited ex¬ 
tent, this application covers authority pres¬ 
ently held by it. Duplicating authority is 
not being sought. 

HEARING: February 25, 1963, at the 
Dinkler-Andrew Jackson Hotel, Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn, before Examiner Lyle C. 
Farmer. 

No. MC 115917 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
January 21, 1963. Applicant: UNDER¬ 
WOOD & WELD COMPANY, INC, P.O. 
Box 348, Crossnore, N.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Salt, salt byproducts, salt 
mixtures, and mineral mixtures, (1) 
from points in Livingston, Schuyler, 
Tompkins, and Wyoming Counties, N.Y, 
to points in Virginia, West Virginia, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Georgia, and (2) 
from New Orleans, La, to points in 
Alabama, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: March 21, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C, before 
Examiner Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 116038 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
August 24, 1962. Applicant: NORTH¬ 
ERN MOTOR CARRIERS, INC, Route 
9, Saratoga Road, Fort Edward, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: Harold G. Hernly, 
711 14th Street NW, Washington 5, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Coal, in 
dump vehicles, from Troy, N.Y, to points 
in Addison, Bennington, Rutland, and 
Windham Counties, Vt. 

Note: Applicant is also authorized to con¬ 
duct operations as a contract carrier in 
Permit MC 117561 and Subs; therefore dual 
operations may be involved. Applicant also 
states it is affiliated with Dairy Express, Inc, 
Canaan Dairy Express, Inc, and Fort Edward 
Express Co, Inc. 
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HEARING: April 5, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 116434 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
October 15, 1962. Applicant: HUGH 
MAJOR, 150 Sinclair Avenue, South 
Roxana, Ill. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Sweet cider and vinegar, (1) from Alton, 
Ill., to points in Arkansas, Colorado, 
Oklahoma, and Tennessee, and (2) from 
Olney, Ill., to points in Arkansas, Kan¬ 
sas, Missouri, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and 
Tennessee, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the above 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: March 26, 1963, at the 
Palmer House, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 27) (COR¬ 
RECTION) , filed December 18,1963, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of Jan¬ 
uary 30, 1963, republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKING, INC., North West Street, 
Versailles, Ohio. In the previous pub¬ 
lication a note stating “Applicant has 
contract carrier temporary authority un¬ 
der MC 109761 Sub-No. 24; therefore 
dual operations may be involved” was in¬ 
cluded in error. Applicant conducts op¬ 
erations as a common carrier. 

HEARING: Remains at assigned 
March 8, 1963, at the New Post Office 
Building, Columbus, Ohio, before Exam¬ 
iner Francis A. Welch. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 28) (COR¬ 
RECTION), filed January 15, 1963, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of Jan¬ 
uary 30, 1963, republished as corrected, 
this issue. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKING, INC., North West Street, 
Versailles, Ohio. In the previous publi¬ 
cation a note was included stating “Ap¬ 
plicant has contract carrier authority 
under MC 109761 Sub No. 24; therefore, 
dual operations may be involved” in er¬ 
ror. Applicant conducts operations as 
a common carrier. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned 
March 8, 1963, at the New Post Office 
Building, Columbus, Ohio, before Exam¬ 
iner Francis A. Welch. 

No. MC 117036 (Sub-No. 9) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed January 10, 1963, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue January 
30, 1963, amended February 5, 1963, and 
republished this issue. Applicant: HAR¬ 
OLD M. KELLY, 4325 West Market 
Street, York, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: 
Andrew Wilson Green, 1223 Locust 
Street, Philadelphia 7, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (A) (1) Concrete brick, 
(2) firebrick, when included as an inci¬ 
dental part of a shipment of brick and 
other clay products (except refractory 
brick and refractory products), in¬ 
tended for use in building, and not ex¬ 
ceeding 5 percent by weight of the total 
weight of the shipment, (3) items in the 
brick trade known as “brick purchase 
items ”, such as, items commonly pur¬ 
chased with a purchase of brick, includ¬ 
ing, but not limited to utility sash, 
screen, grilles, door frames, doors, ash 


dumps, ash doors, dampers, lintels, 
jambs, flue liners, and angles, all made 
of metal, such as steel and cast iron, and 
masonry paints, and masonry cleaning 
compounds, intended for use in connec¬ 
tion with masonry work, when included 
as an incidental part of a shipment of 
brick and other clay products (except¬ 
ing refractory brick and refractory 
products), and not exceeding 5 percent 
by weight of the total weight of the 
shipment, from points in Oxford Town¬ 
ship, Adams County, Pa., to points in 
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Ohio, 
Massachusetts, and the District of 
Columbia, and (B) concrete building 
blocks, from points in Oxford Township, 
Adams County, Pa., to points in New 
York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, Virginia, Ohio, Massa¬ 
chusetts, and the District of Columbia 
(except points within 100 miles of Oxford 
Township, Adams County, Pa.). 

Note: The purpose of this republication is 
to broaden the commodity description. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned 
March 11, 1963, at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., before Examiner Wm. N. 
Culbertson. 

No. MC 117036 (Sub-No. 10) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed January 10, 1963, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of January 
30, 1963, amended February 5, 1963, and 
republished as amended this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: HAROLD M. KELLY, 4325 West 
Market Street, York, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Andrew Wilson Green, 1223 
Locust Street, Philadelphia 7, Pa. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Concrete brick, 
(2) concrete building blocks, (3) brick 
and other clay products (except refrac¬ 
tory brick and refractory products), (4) 
firebrick, when included as an incidental 
part of a shipment of brick and other 
clay products (except refractory brick 
and refractory products), intended for 
use in building, and not exceeding 5 per¬ 
cent by weight of the total weight of the 
shipment, and (5) items in the brick 
trade known as brick purchase items, 
such as items commonly purchased with 
a purchase of brick, including, but not 
limited to, utility sash, screens, grilles, 
door frames, doors, ash dumps, ash doors, 
dampers, lintels, jambs, flue liners, and 
angles, all made of metal such as steel 
and cast iron, and masonry paints and 
masonry cleaning compounds, intended 
for use in connection with masonry work, 
when included as an incidental part of 
a shipment of brick and other clay prod¬ 
ucts (except refractory brick and refrac¬ 
tory products), and not exceeding 5 per¬ 
cent by weight of the total weight of the 
shipment, from points in Oxford 
Township, Adams County, Pa., to points 
in Rhode Island, Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Michigan, Illinois, West Vir¬ 
ginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, In¬ 
diana, and Kentucky, and (6) empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities (not specified) used in transport¬ 
ing the commodities described in (1), 
(2), (3), (4), and (5) above, and exempt 
agricultural commodities, on return. 


Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to broaden the commodity description in 
(5) above. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned 
March 11, 1963, at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Wm! 
N. Culbertson. 

No. MC 117036 (Sub-No. 12), filed Jan¬ 
uary 17, 1963. Applicant: HAROLD M. 
KELLY, 4325 West Market Street, York, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Andrew Wil¬ 
son Green, Princeton Club of Philadel¬ 
phia, 1223 Locust Street, Philadelphia 7, 
Pa. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Proc¬ 
essed fluorspar, on pallets, from Aspers 
(Menallen Township, Adams County) 
and York, Pa., including points in 
Springettsbury and Spring Garden 
Townships, York County, Pa., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, 
Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Kentucky, Loui¬ 
siana, Maine, Massachusetts, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, 
North Carolina, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Wiscon¬ 
sin and the District of Columbia, and 
exempt agricultural commodities, on 
return. 

HEARING: March 20, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Exam¬ 
iner James I. Carr. 

No. MC 117823 (Sub-No. 12), filed De¬ 
cember 3, 1962. Applicant: RALPH F. 
DUNKLEY, doing business as DUNKLEY 
DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, 240 West 
California Avenue, Salt Lake City 15, 
Utah. Applicant’s attorney: Lon Rod¬ 
ney Kump, 716 Newhouse Building, Salt 
Lake City 11, Utah. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen meat and frozen meat prod¬ 
ucts, from Oakland, Calif., to points in 
Utah, Idaho, Wyoming, and Montana. 

HEARING: March 29, 1963, at the 
U.S. Court Rooms, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
before Examiner Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 118415 (Sub-No. 15), filed De¬ 
cember 7, 1962. Applicant: WILLIAM 
E. HUSBY, doing business as HUSBY 
TRUCKING SERVICE, Box 238 R.R. 1, 
Menomonie, Wis. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Robert E. Swanson- Griggs Mid¬ 
way Building, St. Paul 4, Minn. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat byproducts, as listed in 
Appendix I sub-heading A, in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificate, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, in mechanically re¬ 
frigerated vehicles, from Whitehall and 
La Crosse, Wis., to Los Angeles and San 
Francisco, Calif., and refused products 
and shipments of the commodities speci¬ 
fied above, and exempt commodities, on 
return. 

HEARING: April 2, 1963, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Examiner Donald R. 
Sutherland. 

No. MC 119226 (Sub-No. 47), filed De¬ 
cember 31, 1962. Applicant: LIQUID 
TRANSPORT CORP., 3901 Madison Ave¬ 
nue, Indianapolis 27, Ind. Applicant’s 
attorney: Robert W. Loser, 409 Chamber 
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of Commerce Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid ad¬ 
hesives, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Columbus, Ohio, to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, and Pennsylvania. 

HEARING : March 19,1963, in the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Examiner Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 119321 (Sub-No. 5), filed No¬ 
vember 12, 1962. Applicant: THOMAS 
E. BUBER, INC., 308 Antoine Street, 
Wyandotte, Mich. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Eugene C. Ewald, Guardian Build¬ 
ing, Detroit 26, Mich. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bonding mortar, brick and tile, re¬ 
fractory products and refractory mate¬ 
rials, (1) from Mansfield, Ohio, to De¬ 
troit, Mich., (2) from Detroit and Frank¬ 
lin, Mich., to points in Ohio, (3) from 
Charleston, W. Va., Fallston, Kittanning, 
and Bigler, Pa., and points in Ohio and 
Indiana, to points in the lower penin¬ 
sula of Michigan, (4) from Kankakee 
and St. Anne, Ill., to points in Wayne, 
Oakland, Macomb, Washtenaw, and 
Monroe Counties, Mich., (5) from Sum¬ 
merville, Lewis Run, Eastvale, Darling¬ 
ton, and Bessemer, Pa., and Fairdale, 
Ky., to points in that part of Michigan 
on and east of U.S. Highway 27 from 
the Michigan-Indiana State line to 
junction Michigan Highway 20, and on 
and south of a line beginning at junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 27 and Michigan 
Highway 20 and extending along Michi¬ 
gan Highway 20 to the Saginaw River, 
at Bay City, Mich., and thence along the 
Saginaw River to Saginaw Bay, and (6) 
from Chicago, Ill., to points in Wash¬ 
tenaw, Wayne and Livingston Counties, 
Mich.; and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the commodities 
specified above, on return. 

Note: Applicant states that it “presently 
holds clay products authority from all of 
the above origin points; that this application 
is solely for the purpose of clarifying com¬ 
modity description and making it uniform/' 

HEARING: March 4, 1963, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio 
before Examiner David Waters. 

No. MC 119402 (Sub-No. 1) (COR¬ 
RECTION) , filed February 23,1960, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1983, republished this issue as 
corrected. Applicant: CARL H. MEIER, 
doing business as PALMER TRANSFER, 
P.O. Box 1745, Palmer, Alaska. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties, including household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission (and except 
Classes A and B explosives, commodities 
in bulk, those requiring special equip¬ 
ment, livestock, and commodities of un¬ 
usual value), between points in that por¬ 
tion of Alaska described as follows: com¬ 
mencing at the mouth of the Susitna 
River, thence north along the gusitna 
River to Talkeetna, thence northeasterly 
along the Talkeetna River to a point due 
north of the Chickaloon River, thence 
south along the Chickaloon River to 
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Alaska Highway 3, thence along^Alaska 
Highway 3 to Anchorage, at its junction 
with Alaska Highway 4, thence contin¬ 
uing southerly along Alaska Highway 4 
to Seward, thence southerly along the 
coast line of the Kenai Peninsula to its 
southernmost point, thence northerly 
along the west coast line of the Kenai 
Peninsula to a point due south of the 
mouth of the Susitna River, and thence 
directly north to the mouth of the Su¬ 
sitna River, point of commencement, 
and, where the boundary is described by 
Alaska Highways 3 and 4, serving points 
within ten (10) airline miles of said 
highways. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to show the designation of this application 
as MC 119402 (Sub-No. 1) in lieu of MC 
119402 as published in error. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned 
March 18, 1963, at Room 8 H-J, Hill 
Building, Anchorage, Alaska, before 
Joint Board No. 412. 

No. MC 119611 (Sub-No. 2), filed Octo¬ 
ber 26,1962. Applicant: E. W. BOHREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., Woodburn, Ind. 
Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Fertilizer, in 
bags, from Latty, Ohio, to points in In¬ 
diana, Illinois, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Pennsylvania and New York, and (2 N dry 
fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients, in 
bulk and in bags, from points in Indiana, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania and Illinois, to 
Latty, Ohio. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be performed pursuant to contract 
with Hoosier Soil Service, Latty, Ohio. 

HEARING: March 29, 1963, at the 
Palmer House, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 119778 (Sub-No. 24), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 1, 1963. Applicant: REDWING 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 34, Powderly 
Station, Birmingham, Ala. Applicant’s 
attorney: James E. Wilson, Perpetual 
Building, 1111 E Street NW., Washington 
4, D.C. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petro¬ 
leum and petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Guntersville, Ala., to 
points in Mississippi, Florida, Georgia, 
Alabama, South Carolina, North Caro¬ 
lina and Tennessee. 

HEARING: March 18, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. 123670 (Sub-No. 1), filed Decem¬ 
ber 19, 1962. Applicant: ROBERT E. 
CROWEL (EARL R. CROWEL AND 
KENNETH CROWEL ADMINISTRA¬ 
TORS) doing business as CROWEL 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 701 W. St. 
Clair Street, Almont, Mich. Applicant’s 
attorney: Eugene C. Ewald, Guardian 
Building, Detroit 26, Mich. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pickles and sauerkraut in 
jars and barrels, from Imlay City and 
Detroit, Mich., to points in Indiana, and 
empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities (not specified) used in 
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transporting the above described com¬ 
modities, on return. 

HEARING: March 14, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 9. 

No. MC 124219 (Sub-No. 3), filed Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1962. Applicant: CARL L. 

SCHMATJEN, doing business as CARL’S 
LIQUID FEED SERVICE, 301 Military, 
Dodge City, Kans. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Morea liquefied premix and liquid 
animal feeds (except those produced 
from vegetable or animal fats and oils 
and molasses), from the site of the Feed 
Service Corporation Plant located near 
Crete, Nebr., to points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and Texas, and points in Kay, 
Noble, Payne, Lincoln, Shawnee, Cleve¬ 
land, Grady, Stephens and Cotton Coun¬ 
ties, Okla., including points east thereof. 

HEARING: April 9, 1963, at the Ne¬ 
braska State Railway Commission, Capi¬ 
tol Building, Lincoln, Nebr., before Ex¬ 
aminer Bernard J. Hasson, Jr. 

No. MC 124628 (AMENDMENT), filed 
July 19, 1962, published in Federal Reg¬ 
ister issue of September 26, heard 
November 14, (hearing continued) 
amended December 31, 1962 and repub¬ 
lished as amended this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: SAM FALLICK TRUCKING CO., 
INC., 345 Butler Street, Brooklyn, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: Arthur J. Piken, 
160-16 Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica 32, 
N.Y. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Cof¬ 
fee, green, roasted, instant and ground, 
from the plant of Chock Full O’Nuts, 
Corp., at Brooklyn, N.Y., to points in 
that part of New Jersey bounded by a 
line commencing at the Hudson River at 
the New York-New Jersey State line ex¬ 
tending thence along the New York-New 
Jersey State line to the Bergen-Passaic 
county line, thence in a southwesterly 
direction along the Bergen-Passaic 
county line to Ramapo Lake, thence in 
a southwesterly direction along an imag¬ 
inary line to Hackettstown, N.J., 
thence southeasterly to Trenton, N.J., 
and thence easterly through Trenton 
and Ocean Grove, N.J. to the Atlantic 
Ocean, including all points on said line; 
and (2) nuts, raw, roasted, packed, and 
candy bars with nuts from the plant site 
of Chock Full O’Nuts Corp. at Carlstadt, 
N.J., to New York City and points in 
Nassau, Suffolk, Westchester and Rock¬ 
land Counties, N.Y. 

Note: This republication is for the pur¬ 
pose of substituting the commodity descrip¬ 
tions and territory descriptions shown above 
for those shown in the original publication. 

HEARING: (Continued) March 19, 
1963, at 346 Broadway, New York, N.Y., 
before Examiner Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 124638 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1962. Applicant: LEONARD 
L. LANHAM, 3990 West Dartmouth 
Street, Denver, Colo. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Michael T. Corcoran, 1360 Locust 
Street, Denver 20, Colo. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) School papers and sta¬ 
tionery (excluding papeteries), (a) from 
Denver and Colorado Springs, Colo., to 
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NOTICES 


points in Washington, Oregon, Califor¬ 
nia, Montana, Idaho, Utah, Nevada, and 
Arizona, and (b) from Phoenix, Ariz., to 
Los Angeles, Calif., (2) raw paver, from 
Portland and Salem, Oreg., Hoquiam and 
Millwood, Wash., Snowflake, Ariz., and 
Pomona, Calif., to Denver and Colorado 
Springs, Colo., and (3) exempt commodi¬ 
ties, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
erations are for the account of Rockmont 
Sales Company. 

HEARING: March 25,1963, at the New 
Customs House, Denver, Colo., before 
Examiner Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 124796 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1962. Applicant: CONTI¬ 
NENTAL CONTRACT CARRIER COR¬ 
PORATION, 300 Avery Street, Los 
Angeles 13, Calif. Applicant’s attorney: 
J. Max Harding, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Such mer¬ 
chandise as is dealt in by wholesale and 
retail food and household supply and 
furnishing houses, including advertising 
material and racks therefor (except 
fresh or frozen meats or meat products), 
restricted to shipments moving from, to 
or between warehouses or other facilities 
of wholesale or retail food and household 
supply and furnishing business houses, 
from points in Cook, Lake, Du Page, and 
Will Counties, HI., to Salt Lake City, 
Utah, and points in California, and (2) 
Canned goods, from points in Alameda, 
Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Fran¬ 
cisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa 
Clara, Solano, and Sonoma Counties, 
Calif., to Melrose, Ill. 

Note: Applicant states all service to be per¬ 
formed limited to a continuing contract 
service for Jewel Tea Co., Inc. 

HEARING: March 27, 1963, at the 
Palmer House, Chicago Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 124812 (Sub-No. 1), filed Janu¬ 
ary 10, 1963. Applicant: ALHO CORPO¬ 
RATION, 165 Eileen Way, Syosset, N.Y. 
Applicant’s representative: William D. 
Traub, 10 East 40th Street, New York 
16, N.Y. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Bak¬ 
ery products, ice cream, ice cream spe¬ 
cialties, and fruit ices, from Syosset, 
N.Y., to points in Hudson, Bergen, Essex, 
Union, Passaic, Morris, Middlesex, Mon¬ 
mouth, Somerset, and Mercer Counties, 
N.J., and points in Fairfield, New Haven, 
and Hartford Counties, Conn., and empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities (not specified), used in transport¬ 
ing the commodities, and returned, 
refused, and rejected shipments, of the 
commodities specified above, on return. 

Note: The proposed service will be for the 
account of Wilson-Jacobi, Inc. 

HEARING: March 26, 1963, at 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 124991, filed December 26, 
1962. Applicant: BARNEY A. HUDSON, 
doing business as L & M TRAILER RE¬ 
PAIRING, 5239 Mission Boulevard, 
Riverside, Calif. Applicant’s attorney: 
Walter E. Scarborough, Suite 6, Mile 


Square Building, 4333 Orange Street, 
Riverside, Calif. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Mobile homes, new and used, be¬ 
tween Riverside, Calif., and points within 
15 miles thereof, Hemet, Calif., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, Corona, 
Calif., and points within 10 miles thereof, 
and Elsinore, Calif., and points within 10 
miles thereof. 

HEARING: April 1, 1963, at the Los 
Angeles Statler Hilton, Los Angeles, 
Calif., before Joint Board No. 75, or, if 
the Joint Board waives its right to par¬ 
ticipate, before Examiner Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 125005, filed January 7, 1963. 
Applicant: SANDUSKY TRUCK AND 
TRAILER COMPANY, P.O. Box 2297, 
Sandusky, Ohio. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Earl J. Thomas, P.O. Drawer 70, 
5844-5850 North High Street, Worthing¬ 
ton, Ohio. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, as described in Appendix I in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 706, from San¬ 
dusky, Ohio, to points in Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Vermont, and empty 
containers or other such incidental 
facilities (not specified) used in trans¬ 
porting the above described commodities, 
on return. 

Note : Applicant states the proposed opera¬ 
tions will be conducted under continuing 
contract with the Selected Meat Company 
and the Waldock Packing Company, both 
located at Sandusky, Ohio. Also, dual 
operations may be involved. 

HEARING: March 18,1963, in the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Examiner Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 125658, filed January 25, 1963. 
Applicant: PETROLEUM TRANSIT 

COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 921, Lum- 
berton, N.C. Applicant’s attorney: 
James E. Wilson, Perpetual Building, 
1111 E Street NW., Washington 4, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk and in con¬ 
tainers, from Guntersville, Ala., to points 
in Mississippi, Florida, Georgia, South 
Carolina, North Carolina, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, and Alabama. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
Applicant holds common carrier authority 
in MC 113336 and Subs thereunder; there¬ 
fore, dual operations may be involved. 

HEARING: March 18, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mision, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Southerland. 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 124976, filed December 14, 
1962. Applicant: W. S. SMITH, 1207 
Essex Avenue, Montreal 25, Quebec, 
Canada. Applicant’s attorney: John J. 
Brady, Jr., 75 State Street, Albany 7, 
N.Y. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen¬ 
gers and their baggage, in round trip 
special operations, limited to the trans¬ 
portation of not more than five (5) 


passengers in any one vehicle (not in¬ 
cluding the driver thereof), in seasonal 
operations from June 15th to Septem¬ 
ber 15th inclusive of each year, begin¬ 
ning and ending at the port of entry on 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada, located at 
North Troy, Vt., and extending to points 
in Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine, and 
Massachusetts. 

HEARING: April 4, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before 
Examiner Laurence E. Masoner. 

Application for Brokerage License 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 12846, filed January 18, 1963. 
Applicant: WAGON TRAILS, U.S.A., 833 
Napoli Drive, Pacific Palisades, Calif. 
For a license (BMC 5) to engage in 
operations as a broker at Pacific Pali¬ 
sades, Calif., in arranging for trans¬ 
portation by motor vehicle, in interstate 
or foreign commerce of Passengers and 
their baggage, in groups, in charter, all 
expense round-trip tours, beginning and 
ending at points in Los Angeles County, 
Calif., and extending to points in the 
United States, including Alaska and 
Hawaii, and including Ports of Entry on 
the International Boundary lines be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada and 
between the United States and Mexico. 

HEARING: March 19,1963, at the New 
Mint Building, 133 Hermann Street, San 
Francisco, Calif., before Joint Board No. 
75, or if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner F. Roy 
Linn. 

Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Has Been Elected 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 3009 (Sub-No. 47), filed Janu¬ 
ary 30,1963. Applicant: WESTBROTH- 
ERS, INC., 706 East Pine Street, Hatties¬ 
burg, Miss. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment and 
those injurious or contaminating to other 
lading), between Jemison, Ala., and Ala¬ 
bama Highways 22 and 191, approxi¬ 
mately three (3) miles east of Maples- 
ville, Ala.; from Jemison over Alabama 
Highway 191 to junction Alabama High¬ 
ways 22 and 191, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points and serving the junction of Ala¬ 
bama Highways 22 and 191 as a point of 
joinder only in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s presently authorized regular-route 
operations between Birmingham and 
Mobile, Ala. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub-No. 1933), filed 
January 28, 1963. Applicant: RAIL¬ 
WAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPO¬ 
RATED, 219 East 42d Street, New York 
17, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: William 
H. Marx, (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities, moving in express service, be¬ 
tween St. Johnsbury, Vt., and Little¬ 
ton, N.H., from St. Johnsbury over U.t>- 
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Highway 2 to junction Vermont Highway 
18 thence over Vermont Highway 18 to 
Vermont-New Hampshire State line, 
thence over New Hampshire Highway 18 
to Littleton, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate or off- 
route points. RESTRICTION: The 
service to be performed by applicant 
shall be limited to that which is auxiliary 
to or supplemental of express service. 
The shipments shall be limited to those 
moving on through bills of lading or ex¬ 
press receipts. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be an extension of and be operated 
in connection with applicant’s existing au¬ 
thorized operations between White River 
Junction, Vt., *Woodsville, N.H., Littleton, 
NR., and St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub-No. 1934), filed 
January 28, 1963. Applicant: RAIL¬ 
WAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCOR¬ 
PORATED, 219 East 42d Street, New 
York 17, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
William H. Marx (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities, moving in express 
service, between Salida, Colo, and Ala¬ 
mosa, Colo.; from Salida over U.S. 
Highway 50 to junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 285, thence over U.S. Highway 285 
to junction with Colorado Highway 17, 
thence over Colorado Highway 17 to 
Alamosa, and return over the same route, 
serving the intermediate points of 
Poncha Springs, Alder, Villa Grove, Min¬ 
eral Hot Springs, Moffat, Hooper, and 
Mosca, Colo. RESTRICTION: The serv¬ 
ice to be performed shall be limited 
to that which is auxiliary to or supple¬ 
mental of express service, and the ship¬ 
ments transported by applicant shall be 
limited to those moving on through 
bills of lading or express receipts. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub-No. 1935), filed 
February 1,1963. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: Robert C. Boozer, 
1220 C & S National Bank Building, At¬ 
lanta 3, Ga. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities, moving in express 
service, (1) between Birmingham, Ala. 
and junction U.S. Highway 31 and Ala¬ 
bama Highway 150, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, with service at said 
junction limited to the joinder of this 
route with applicant’s authorized route 
between Birmingham and Selma, Ala., 
as an alternate route for operating con¬ 
venience only, in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s authorized regular-route opera¬ 
tions between Birmingham and Selma, 
Ala.: from Birmingham over U.S. High¬ 
way 31 to junction Alabama Highway 
150, and return over the same route; (2) 
between Montevallo, Ala. and Maples- 
ville, Ala., serving no intermediate points, 
as an alternate route for operating con¬ 
venience only, in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s authorized regular-route oper¬ 
ations between Birmingham and Selma, 
Ala.: from Montevallo over Alabama 
Highway 25 to junction Bibb County 
Highway 21, thence over Bibb County 
No. 31- 4 
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Highway 21 to junction Chilton County 
Highway 1, thence over Chilton County 
Highway 1 to Maplesville, and return 
over the same route. RESTRICTIONS: 

(1) The Service to be performed by ap¬ 
plicant shall be limited to that which is 
auxiliary to or supplemental of express 
service of the Railway Express Agency, 

(2) shipments transported by applicant 
shall be limited to those moving on 
through bills of lading or express re¬ 
ceipts covering, in addition to a motor 
carrier movement by applicant, an im¬ 
mediately prior or an immediately sub¬ 
sequent movement in express service of 
the Railway Express Agency, (3) the 
authority granted herein, to the extent 
it authorizes the transportation of 
dangerous explosives, shall be limited, 
in point of time, to a period expiring 5 
years from the date of the certificate, 
and (4) such further specific conditions 
as the Commission, in the future, may 
find necessary to impose in order to re¬ 
strict applicant’s operation to a service 
which is auxiliary to or supplemental of 
express service of the Railway Express 
Agency. 

No. MC 115504 (Sub-No. 19), filed 
January 17, 1963. Applicant: KENISON 
TRUCKING, INC., 1975 South 1045 West, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Mark K. Boyle, 345 South State 
Street, Salt Lake City 1, Utah. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry fertilizers, in 
bags and in containers, from Clearfield, 
Utah, and points within ten (10) miles 
thereof, to points in Idaho, Nevada, Cali¬ 
fornia, points on and east of the Con¬ 
tinental Divide located in Montana and 
Wyoming, and points in that part of 
Colorado on and west of a line beginning 
at the Colorado-New Mexico State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 285 to 
junction U.S. Highway 24, thence along 
U.S. Highway 24 through Leadville, Colo., 
to junction Colorado Highway 131, 
thence along Colorado Highway 131 to 
the Eagle-Routt County line, thence east 
and north along the Routt County line to 
the Colorado-Wyoming State line, and 
empty containers or other such inciden¬ 
tal facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the commodity specified in 
this application on return movements. 

Note: Applicant states that the above will 
be limited to operations under continuing 
contracts with the Western Phosphates, Inc., 
of Garfield, Utah, and the Columbia-Geneva 
Division, United States Steel Corporation, of 
San Francisco, Calif. Applicant also has 
common carrier authority under MC 119848; 
therefore, dual operations may be involved. 

No. MC 123061 (Sub-No. 16), filed Jan¬ 
uary 28, 1963. Applicant: LEATHAM 
BROTHERS, INC., 46 Orange Street, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Harry D. Pugsley, Continental 
Bank Building, Salt Lake City 1, Utah. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Animal, 
fish, and poultry feeds, in bulk and in 
packages, from Murray, Utah, to points 
in Oregon, Washington, Montana, 
Idaho, Colorado, Nevada, California, 
Arizona, Wyoming, and New Mexico, 
and exempt commodities , on return. 


1391 

No. MC 125047, filed January 23, 1963. 
Applicant: STEVE GLORIOSO, 834 
Atchison Street, Trinidad, Colo. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Furniture, between 
Trinidad, Colo, and points in Colfax 
County, N. Mex. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper¬ 
ation is for the account of Montgomery Ward 
Co. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 1501 (Sub-No. 292), filed Jan¬ 
uary 28, 1963. Applicant: THE GREY¬ 
HOUND CORPORATION, 140 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Earl A. Bagby, 371 Mar¬ 
ket Street, San Francisco 5, Calif. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express and news¬ 
papers, in the same vehicle with pass¬ 
engers, between Cape Sebastian, Oreg., 
and Burnt Creek Junction, Oreg.: from 
Cape Sebastian over U.S. Highway 101 
(as relocated) to Burnt Hill Junction, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points. 

Note: The proposed operating authority 
hereinabove shown and explained is pro¬ 
posed to be incorporated in the designated 
revised and added sheets to said Certificate 
MC 1501 (Sub-No. 138). 

No. MC 29890 (Sub-No. 29), filed Jan¬ 
uary 28, 1963. Applicant: ROCKLAND 
COACHES, INC., 126 North Washington 
Avenue, Bergenfield, N.J. Applicant’s 
attorney: S. S. Eisen, 140 Cedar Street, 
New York 6, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, in 
the same vehicle with passengers, be¬ 
tween New City and Congers, N.Y., from 
junction New City-Congers Road and 
Main Street (N.Y. Highway 304) in New 
City, over New City-Congers Road to 
junction Kings Highway in Congers, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

No. MC 59238 (Sub-No. 51), filed Jan¬ 
uary 25, 1963. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
STAGE LINES, INCORPORATED, 114 
4th Street, SE., Charlottesville, Va. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Raymond H. Warns, 
Court Square Building, Charlottesville, 
Va. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail 
and newspapers, in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between junction Ken¬ 
tucky Highways 8 and 10 near Maysville, 
Ky., and junction Kentucky Highway 10 
and unnumbered highway near Mentor, 
Ky.: from the junction of Kentucky 
Highways 8 and 10 near Maysville, over 
Kentucky Highway 8 to Mentor, thence 
over unnumbered highway (Smith Road) 
to its junction with Kentucky Highway 
10, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

Note: Applicant states that it intends to 
tack the proposed route with its existing 
routes and seek revocation of its present au¬ 
thority over Kentucky Highway 10 between 
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the involved points in the event this ap¬ 
plication is granted. Common control may 
be involved. 

No. MC 125057, filed January 28, 1963. 
Applicant: ANTELOPE VALLEY BUS, 
INC., 400 Lumber Street, Lancaster, 
Calif. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen¬ 
gers and their baggage, in special and 
charter operations, between points in 
California on and within a line com¬ 
mencing at the point where the Los 
Angeles Aqueduct intersects the northern 
boundary of Kern County, thence 
southerly along the Los Angeles Aque¬ 
duct to intersection with the southern 
boundary of Kern County, which is also 
the northern boundary of Los Angeles 
County, thence westerly and southerly 
along the northern and western bound¬ 
aries of Los Angeles County to points 
of intersection with the Los Angeles 
city limits, located near Chatsworth, 
Calif., thence northerly, easterly and 
southerly along the western, northern 
and eastern city limits of the City of 
Los Angeles to its junction with Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 2, thence northeasterly 
along California Highway 2 to its inter¬ 
section with the eastern boundary of 
Los Angeles County, thence northerly 
along the eastern boundary of Los 
Angeles County to its junction with the 
southern boundary of Kern County, 
thence easterly along the eastern, and 
westerly along the northern boundaries 
of Kern County to point of beginning, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Nevada. 

Applications for Brokerage Licenses 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 12814, filed July 2, 1962. Ap¬ 
plicant: MRS. RUSSELL LATREILLE, 
doing business as LINCOLN TOURS, 
2520 Regina Street, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Canada. For a license (BMC 5) to en¬ 
gage in operations as a broker at Ottawa, 
Ontario, Canada, in arranging for trans¬ 
portation in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, by motor vehicle, of passengers 
and their baggage, in special and charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
ports of entry on the International 
Boundary Line between the United 
States and Canada, at Alexandria Bay 
and Rouses Point, N.Y., Detroit and 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., and Blaine, 
Wash., and extending to points in the 
United States. 

Notice of Filing of Petition 

No. MC 20824 (Sub-No. 13), (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed September 19, 1962. 
Petitioner: COMMERCIAL MOTOR 

FREIGHT, INC., OF INDIANA; Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind. Petitioner’s attorney: Rob¬ 
ert C. Smith, 512 Illinois Building, In¬ 
dianapolis 4, Ind. By petition accepted 
for filing September 19, 1962, petitioner 
seeks to have its certificate No. MC- 
20824 (Sub-No. 13), dated June 13, 1958, 
which authorizes the transportation of 
general commodities, except those of 
unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment 
between Marion, Ind., and junction Ohio 


Highway 29 and U.S. Highway 40, located 
near West Jefferson, Ohio, from Marion 
over Indiana Highway 18 to junction 
Indiana Highway 67, thence over Indiana 
Highway 67 to the Indiana-Ohio State 
line, thence over Ohio Highway 29 to 
junction U.S. Highway 40, and return 
over the same routes, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, modified to 
authorize alternate route operations be¬ 
tween Marion and junction Ohio High¬ 
way 29 and U.S. Highway 40, from 
Marion over Indiana Highway 18 to 
junction Indiana Highway 67, thence 
over Indiana Highway 67 to the Indiana- 
Ohio State line, thence over Ohio High¬ 
way 29 to junction Interstate Highway 
75, thence over Interstate Highway 75 to 
junction U.S. Highway 36, thence over 
U.S. Highway 36 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 29, and thence over Ohio Highway 
29 to junction U.S. Highway 40, and 
return over the same routes, serving no 
intermediate points. The petition is un¬ 
opposed and has been assigned for 
handling under the no-oral hearing pro¬ 
cedure. The evidence was submitted in 
verified statements of fact and the 
proceeding was referred to Joint Board 
No. 60 for a report and recommended 
order. A Report and Order, served De¬ 
cember 11, 1962, finds that the public 
convenience and necessity require that 
certificate No. MC-20824 (Sub-No. 13) 
dated June 13, 1958, now held by peti¬ 
tioner should be modified to authorize 
operation, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, by petitioner as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
except those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, between Marion, Ind., and 
junction Ohio Highway 29 and U.S. 
Highway 40, located approximately 2 
miles west of West Jefferson, Ohio, from 
Marion over Indiana Highway 18 to 
junction Indiana Highway 67, thence 
over Indiana Highway 67 to the Indiana- 
Ohio State line, thence over Ohio High¬ 
way 29 to junction Interstate Highway 
75, thence over Interstate Highway 75 to 
junction U.S. Highway 36, thence over 
U.S. Highway 36 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 29, and thence over Ohio Highway 
29 to junction U.S. Highway 40, and re¬ 
turn over the same routes, serving no 
intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only in 
connection with petitioner’s presently 
authorized regular-route operations. 
The joint board further finds that an 
amended certificate containing these 
modifications should be issued after the 
lapse of 30 days from the date of publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register of the 
authority here granted, and provided 
that no protests or petitions for further 
proceedings are received during this 
period. 

Notice of Filing of Petitions Seeking 
Modification of Commodity Descrip¬ 
tion in Pertinent Active Operating 
Authorities Held by Petitioner 

No. MC 112479 (Subs 88, 108, 115, and 
176) (CORRECTION), filed December 
17, 1962, published Federal Register, 
issue of January 3, 1963, and corrected 


this issue. Petitioner: HERRIN TANK 
LINES, INC., Baton Rouge, La. Peti¬ 
tioner’s attorneys: Harry C. Ames, Jr. 
and E. Stephen Heisley, 529 Transporta¬ 
tion Building, Washington 6, D.C. The 
purpose of this correction is to set forth 
the correct Sub numbers involved in this 
petition as shown above. Previous no¬ 
tice showed Sub 178, in error. 

Applications for Certificates or Per¬ 
mits Which Are To Be Processed Con¬ 
currently With Applications Under 
Section 5 Governed by Special Rule 
1.240 to the Extent Applicable 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 53), filed 
February 5, 1963. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
334 South Four Lane Highway, Marietta,’ 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Paul M. 
Daniell, Suite 214-217 Grant Building, 
Atlanta 3, Ga. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Commodities, the transporta¬ 
tion of which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment, 
and related machinery parts and related 
contractors materials and supplies when 
their transportation is incidental to the 
transportation by carriers of commodi¬ 
ties which by reason of size or weight 
require special equipment, between Chat¬ 
tanooga, Tenn., and points within 175 
miles of Chattanooga. 

Note: This application is a matter to be 
handled concurrently with MC-F 8356, pub¬ 
lished this issue. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or passengers under 
sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto (49 
CFR 1.240). 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F-8348. Authority sought 
for purchase by DENVER-CHICAGO 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 45th 
Avenue, at Jackson Street, Denver, Colo., 
of the operating rights of BUTLER- 
NEWARK DAILY DELIVERY, INC., 

9 Main Street, Butler, N.J., and for ac¬ 
quisition by GEORGE J. KOLOWICH, 
JR., and HUGH J. KOLOWICH, both 
also of Denver, Colo., RAYMUND F. 
KOLOWICH, Griswold Building, Detroit, 
Mich., and GRISWOLD BUILDING, 
INC., Detroit, Mich, (in turn by RAY¬ 
MUND F. KOLOWICH), of control of 
such rights through the purchase. 
Applicants’ attorneys: Axelrod, Good¬ 
man & Steiner, 39 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago, Ill., and John D’Angelo, 1 Main 
Street, Butler, N.J. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com - 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, between Newark, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Essex, 
Passaic, Morris, Union, and Sussex 
Counties, N.J.; reclaimed rubber, from 
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Butler, N.J., to Ansonia and Bridgeport, 
Conn., and New York, Glendale, and 
Yonkers, N.Y., and from Butler, N.J., to 
Beacon and Pawling, N.Y., and Danbury, 
Middletown, and Stamford, Conn.; 
empty skids, pallets and platforms, used 
in the shipment of reclaimed rubber, 
from Beacon and Pawling, N.Y., and 
Danbury, Middletown, and Stamford, 
Conn., to Butler, N.J.; crude rubber, 
from New York, N.Y., to Butler, N.J.; 
and machinery, from Ansonia, Conn., to 
Butler, N.J. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Colorado, 
Washington, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, 
Iowa, New Mexico, Massachusetts, Ne¬ 
braska, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Ten¬ 
nessee, Oregon, Illinois, Missouri, Kan¬ 
sas, Arizona, California, New York, 
Indiana, Ohio, New Jersey, Rhode Island, 
Michigan, and Kentucky. Application 
has been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8349. Authority sought for 
control and merger by MERCHANTS 
PAST MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. 
Drawer 270, Abilene, Tex., of the operat¬ 
ing rights and property of PAMPA 
MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1619 
West 3d Avenue, Amarillo, Tex., and for 
acquisition by GENE WHITEHEAD, also 
of Abilene, Tex., and C. L. WHITEHEAD, 
1440 Oaklawn Avenue, Dallas, Tex., of 
control of such rights and property 
through the transaction. Applicants* 
attorney: Reagan Sayers, Century Life 
Building, Fort Worth, Tex. Operating 
rights sought to be controlled and 
merged: General commodities, aa a 
common carrier as more specifically de¬ 
scribed in a Form BMC-75 Statement, 
in Docket No. MC-69860 Sub-3, sup¬ 
ported by a Certificate, issued by the 
Railroad Commission of Texas. MER¬ 
CHANTS FAST MOTOR LINES, INC., 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in the State of Texas. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8350. Authority sought for 
merger into WOODS INDUSTRIES, 
INC., 4900 North Santa Fe, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., of the operating rights and 
property of AUTO TRANSPORTS, INC M 
4900 North Santa Fe, Oklahoma City, 
Okla., and TEXAS AUTO TRANS¬ 
PORTS, INC., 4900 North Santa Fe, 
Oklahoma City, Okla., and for acquisi¬ 
tion by ROY G. WOODS and A. M. 
WOODS, both of Oklahoma City, Okla., 
of control of such rights and property 
through the transaction. Applicants* 
attorney: James W. Wrape, Sterick 
"Unding, Memphis 3, Tenn. Operating 
Sfkts sought to be merged: (AUTO 
TRANSPORTS, INC.) New motor ve¬ 
hicles, vehicle cabs and bodies, and au¬ 
tomobile show equipment and parapher- 
when transported with display 
enicies, by driveaway and truckaway 
ervice, in initial movements, as a con¬ 
tact carrier, over irregular routes, from 
Points in Wyandotte County, Kans., to 
Points in Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, 
owa Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, Okla¬ 
homa, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, and 
yoming; the above-described com- 
t lties > * n secondary movements, be- 
een Points in Arkansas, Colorado, 
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Illinois, Iowa, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas, 
Utah, Wyoming, and Kansas; motor ve¬ 
hicles, in initial movements, by drive¬ 
away and truckaway service, and vehicle 
cabs and bodies, and automobile show 
equipment and paraphernalia, from 
points in Wyandotte County, Kans., to 
points in North Dakota, Wisconsin, and 
Indiana; new motor vehicles, vehicle 
cabs and bodies and automobile show 
equipment and paraphernalia, when 
transported with new display vehicles, 
in initial movements, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, from the site of the 
General Motors Plant in Wyandotte 
County, Kans., to points in Tennessee, 
Mississippi, Alabama, and Kentucky, 
RESTRICTION: The service authorized 
herein is subject to the following con¬ 
ditions: The authority granted herein 
shall be subject to the right of the Com¬ 
mission, which is hereby expressly re¬ 
served, to impose such terms, conditions 
or limitations in the future as it may 
find necessary in order to insure that 
carrier’s operations shall conform to the 
provisions of section 210 of the Act, and 
the operations authorized herein are 
limited to a transportation service to be 
performed under a continuing contract, 
or contracts, with (Buick-Oldsmobile- 
Pontiac Assembly Division), General 
Motors Corporation, Wyandotte County, 
Kans.; new motor vehicles, vehicle cabs 
and bodies, and automobile show equip¬ 
ment and paraphernalia, when trans¬ 
ported with display vehicles, in initial 
movements, by truckaway and drive¬ 
away service, from the site of the Gen¬ 
eral Motors Plant (Buick-Oldsmobile- 
Pontiac Assembly Division) in Wyan¬ 
dotte County, Kans., to points in Idaho, 
Oregon, and Washington, RESTRIC¬ 
TION: The service authorized herein is 
subject to the following conditions: The 
authority granted herein shall be sub¬ 
ject to the right of the Commission, 
which is hereby expressly reserved, to 
impose such terms, conditions or limi¬ 
tations in the future as it may find 
necessary in order to insure that car¬ 
rier’s operations shall conform to the 
provisions of Section 210 of the Act, and 
the operations authorized herein are 
limited to a transportation service to be 
performed under a continuing contract, 
or contracts, with the General Motors 
Corporation (Buick-Oldsmobile-Pontiac 
Assembly Division, of Detroit, Mich.: 
new motor vehicles ) vehicle cabs and 
bodies and automobile show equipment 
and paraphernalia, when transported 
with display vehicles, in initial move¬ 
ments, in truckaway and driveaway 
service, from the site of the General 
Motors Plant in Wyandotte County, 
Kans., to points in Arizona, Nevada, and 
California, RESTRICTION: The service 
authorized herein is subject to the fol¬ 
lowing conditions: The authority 
granted herein shall be subject to the 
right of the Commission, which is here¬ 
by expressly reserved, to impose such 
terms, conditions or limitations in the 
future as it may find necessary in order 
to insure that carrier’s operations shall 
conform to the provisions of section 210 
of the Act, and the operations authorized 
herein are limited to a transportation 
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service to be performed, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
(Buick - Oldsmobile - Pontiac Assembly 
Division), General Motors Corp orat ion, 
Wyandotte County, Kans.; (TEXAS 
AUTO TRANSPORT, INC.) motor ve¬ 
hicles, vehicle cabs and bodies, and auto¬ 
mobile show equipment and parapher¬ 
nalia, in initial movements, by drive¬ 
away and truckaway service, as a 
contract carrier over irregular routes, 
from Arlington, Tex., to points in Texas, 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Ari¬ 
zona, Utah, Colorado, Kansas, Arkansas, - 
Wyoming, Nebraska, and Missouri, and 
to Memphis, Tenn. WOODS INDUS¬ 
TRIES, INC., holds no authority from 
this Commission. However, its control¬ 
ling stockholders are affiliated with 
UNITED TRANSPORTS, INC., 4900 
North Santa Fe, Oklahoma City, Okla., 
which is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier in Missouri, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Indiana, Kansas, Ohio, New 
Mexico, Arizona, Connecticut, Tennes¬ 
see, Arkansas, Michigan, Mississippi, 
Illinois, Louisiana, Wisconsin, Wyoming, 
and Colorado. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F-8351. Authority sought for 
purchase by INTERNATIONAL TRANS. 
PORT, INC., Highway 52 South, Roch¬ 
ester, Minn., of a portion of the operat¬ 
ing rights of ELDON MILLER, INC., 
P.O. Box 232, Iowa City, Iowa, and for 
acquisition by ROBERT E. THEEL, also 
of Rochester, Minn., of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Appli¬ 
cants’ attorneys: Van Osdel and Foss, 
502 First National Bank Building, Fargo, 
N. Dak. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: Highway and bridge con¬ 
struction and maintenance machinery 
and equipment, as a common carrier 
over irregular routes, between points in 
Illinois on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in that part of Minnesota 
on and south of U.S. Highway 12. Ven¬ 
dee is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in all states except Hawaii. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8352. Authority sought 
for purchase by MURPHY MOTOR 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 965 Eustis 
Street, St. Paul 14, Minn., of the operat¬ 
ing rights and property of DAKOTA 
TRANSFER & STORAGE COMPANY, 
11 Oak Street SE., Minneapolis 14, Minn., 
and for acquisition by E. L. MURPHY, 
JR., also of St. Paul, Minn., and STAN¬ 
LEY L. WASIE, 498 South Ferndale, 
Wayzetta, Minn., of control of such 
rights and property through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants* attorneys: Axelrod, 
Goodman & Steiner, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes, between Chicago, Ill., and Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., serving certain inter¬ 
mediate and off-route points, and over 
several alternate routes for operating 
convenience only; seed, batteryboxes, 
floor tile, and linoleum, over irregular 
routes, from Chicago, Ill., and points in 
Iowa, to Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
Minn.; floor tile, from Waukegan, Ill., 
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to Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn.; 
seeds, "batteries, macaroni, and paper 
products, from St. Paul and Minneapolis, 
Minn., to Chicago, Ill., and points in 
Wisconsin and Iowa; and canned goods, 
from Faribault, Minn., to Chicago, Ill. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier in Minnesota, Iowa, 
Wisconsin, South Dakota, Illinois, and 
North Dakota. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8353. Authority sought for 
purchase by C HEM HAULERS, INC., 
P.O. Box 245, Sheffield, Ala., of a por¬ 
tion of the operating rights and certain 
property of SOUTHERN TANK LINES, 
INC., 4107 Bells Lane, Louisville 11, Ky., 
and for acquisition by LELAND C. 
BIGGS and ALMA D. BIGGS, both of 
829 River Bluff Terrace, Sheffield, Ala., 
of control of such rights and property 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney and representative respectively: 
Walter Harwood, 515 Nashville Bank & 
Trust Building, Nashville, Tenn., and H. 
N. Nunnally, 4107 Bells Lane, Louisville, 
Ky. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: Brake fluids and solvents, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, as a common 
carrier over irregular routes, from Mid¬ 
land, Mich., to Birmingham, Ala.; acids 
and chemicals (except caustic soda), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from McIntosh, 
Ala., to points in South Carolina, 
Georgia, Ohio, Tennessee (except Kings¬ 
port) , and Florida (except Foley), RE¬ 
STRICTION : The authority granted 
above shall not be tacked to any other 
authority held by carrier or procured or 
obtained by carrier in the future; as- 
phalt and fuel oils, both in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Tuscaloosa, Ala., to 
points in Mississippi, Tennessee, and 
Georgia; liquid coal tar products, in bulk 
in tank vehicles, from Birmingham and 
Fox, Ala., to points in Georgia, Tennes¬ 
see, Florida, Mississippi, Kentucky, Lou¬ 
isiana, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Arkansas; liquid glue, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Fox, Ala., to points 
in Louisiana, Mississippi, Arkansas, 
Georgia, and Florida; petroleum and 
petroleum products, except asphalt and 
fuel oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Tuscaloosa, Ala., to points in Tennessee, 
and Georgia; asphalt, asphalt products, 
and fuel oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Birmingham, and Birmingport, 
Ala., to points in Georgia, Tennessee, 
and that part of Mississippi, on and 
north of U.S. Highway 80; toluene, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Gadsden, 
'Ala., to Copperhill, Tennessee; liquid 
acids, chemicals, and cleaning com¬ 
pounds (except caustic soda), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from McIntosh, Ala., 
to points in Arkansas, and North Caro¬ 
lina; liquid chemicals, as described in 
The Maxwell Co., Extension — Addyston, 
63 M.C.C. 677, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Birmingham, Ala., and points 
within 10 miles thereof (except from 
Mineral Springs and Birmingport, Ala., 
and points within 3 miles of each point) 
to points in Georgia, Florida, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana; liquid chemicals (except 
naval stores), as described in The Max¬ 
well Co., Extension — Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 
677, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Bir¬ 


mingham, Ala., and points within 10 
miles thereof, to points in Georgia, Mis¬ 
sissippi, Louisiana (except Dequincy and 
Oakdale), and Florida (except Pensa¬ 
cola) ; liquid chemicals (except liquid 
caustic soda), as defined in The Maxwell 
Co., Extension — Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the site 
of the Geigy Chemical Corporation 
plant, near McIntosh, Ala., to points in 
Louisiana, and Mississippi (except ship¬ 
ments of spent sulphuric acid, in bulk, 
to the site of the plant of the Coastal 
Chemical Corporation, at or near Pas¬ 
cagoula, Jackson County, Miss.); latex 
compounds, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Chattanooga, Tenn., to points in 
Arkansas; lime, in bulk, from points in 
Shelby and Blount Counties, Ala., to 
points in Fulton County, Ga.; petroleum 
and petroleum products (except asphalt, 
asphalt products, and fuel oils), as de¬ 
scribed in Appendix XIII to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Birmingham, Ala., to points 
in Florida, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Georgia (except 
points in Bartow, Carroll, DeKalb, Doug¬ 
las, Floyd, Fulton, Haralson, Paulding, 
Polk, Muscogee, Troup, and Barrow 
Counties, Ga.); acids, chemicals, and 
cleaning compounds, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Washington 
County, Ala., to points in Missouri; min¬ 
eral oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Karns City, Pa., to Birmingham, Ala.; 
and liquid coal tar and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Gadsden, 
Ala., and points within 10 miles thereof, 
to points in Tennessee, Georgia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, and 
Mississippi (except toluene from Gads¬ 
den, Ala., to Copperhill, Tenn.). Vendee 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Louisiana, Kentucky, Arkansas, 
Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8354. Authority sought for 
purchase by S. D’ANTONI, INC., 1333 
Jefferson Highway, New Orleans 21, La., 
of a portion of the operating rights of 
T. L. MYDLAND, 1403 Jefferson High¬ 
way, New Orleans 21, La., and for acqui¬ 
sition by SALVADOR L. D’ANTONI, Sr., 
6304 Beauregard Street, New Orleans, 
La., of control of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorney: Har¬ 
old R. Ainsworth, 2307 American Bank 
Building, New Orleans 12, La. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
Such merchandise as is dealt in by whole¬ 
sale, retail, and chain grocery and food 
business houses, as a contract carrier 
over irregular routes, from New Orleans, 
La., to Pensacola, Fla., and points 
within 10 miles thereof; equipment, 
materials, and supplies, used in the 
conduct of such business, between New 
Orleans, La., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Pensacola, Fla., and points 
within 10 miles thereof; such merchan¬ 
dise, as is dealt in by wholesale, retail, 
and chain grocery and food business 
houses, and, in connection therewith, 
equipment, materials, and supplies used 


in the conduct of such business, between 
New Orleans, La., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Fort Walton Beach, Fla.’ 
and points within 10 miles thereof (ex¬ 
cept Eglin Air Force Base, Fla.); all of 
the foregoing under contract with per¬ 
sons who operate food retail chain stores. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a 
contract carrier in Alabama, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8355. Authority sought for 
control and merger by HOWARD T. TEL- 
LEPSEN, doing business as TOM HICKS 
TRANSFER COMPANY, Peters Road, 
P.O. Box. 283, Harvey, La., of the operat¬ 
ing rights and property of NEWSOM 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 4703 Chapman, 
Houston, Tex. Applicants* attorneys: 
Scott P. Sayers, Capitol Station, Austin, 
Tex., and Jo E. Shaw, Bettes Building, 
Houston, Tex. Operating rights sought 
to be controlled and merged: Machinery, 
equipment, materials, and supplies used 
in, or in connection with, the discovery, 
development, production, refining, man¬ 
ufacture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products, and machinery, materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in, or in 
connection with, the construction, oper¬ 
ation, repair, servicing, maintenance, 
and dismantling of pipelines, including 
the stringing and picking up thereof, as 
a common carrier over irregular routes, 
between points in Louisiana, Texas, and 
Arkansas, and between points in Kansas, 
Oklahoma, and Texas; heavy machinery, 
and heavy or cumbersome commodities, 
not included in the authority granted 
above which, because of size or weight 
requires the use of special equipment, 
and parts thereof, between Houston, Tex., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
Texas; machinery, equipment, materials, 
and supplies used in, or in connection 
with, the discovery, development, pro¬ 
duction, refining, manufacture, process¬ 
ing, storage, transmission, and distribu¬ 
tion of natural gas and petroleum and 
their products and byproducts, and ma- 
chinery, equipment, materials, and sup - 
plies used in, or in connection with, the 
construction, operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe¬ 
lines, including the stringing, and picking 
up thereof, except the stringing and pick¬ 
ing up of pipe in connection with main 
pipelines, between points in Texas, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in New Mexico, Colorado, Utah, and 
Wyoming; any repetition in the state¬ 
ment of the authority granted herein 
shall not be construed as conferring more 
than one operating right; machinery, 
equipment, materials, and supplies used 
in or in connection with the construc¬ 
tion, operation, repair, servicing, main¬ 
tenance, and dismantling of pipelines, 
other than pipelines used for the trans¬ 
mission of natural gas, petroleum, tneir 
products and byproducts, water, or sew¬ 
erage, restricted to the transportation 
shipments moving to or from P ipel .“! 
rights of way, between points * n L0U * * 
ana, Texas, and Arkansas, betwe 
points in Kansas, Oklahoma, and ^ ex ’ 
and between points in Texas, on 
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one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New Mexico, Colorado, Utah, and Wyo¬ 
ming; the authority granted herein to 
the extent that it duplicates any author¬ 
ity heretofore granted to or now held 
by carrier shall not be construed as con¬ 
ferring more than one operating right. 
HOWARD T. TELLEPSEN, doing busi¬ 
ness as TOM HICKS TRANSFER COM¬ 
PANY, is authorized to operate as a 
common .carrier in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Ar¬ 
kansas. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8356. Authority sought 
for purchase by HOME TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION COMPANY, INC., 334 South Four 
Lane Highway, Marietta, Ga., of the 
operating rights and certain property of 
CHATTANOOGA TRANSFER AND 
STORAGE COMPANY, 2200 North 
Chamberlain Avenue, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., and for acquisition by JIMMIE H. 
AYER, also of Marietta, Ga., of control 
of such rights and property through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: Paul 
M. Daniell, 214 Grant Building, Atlanta 
3, Ga., and Frank B. Hand, 921 17th 
Street NW., Washington 6, D.C. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, excepting, among 
others, household goods and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, as a common carrier over 
irregular routes, between Chattanooga, 
Tenn., and points within 15 miles of 
Chattanooga; and machinery, equip¬ 
ment, and supplies, used in the main¬ 
tenance and operation of industrial 
plants, between Chattanooga, Tenn., 
and points within 175 miles of Chatta¬ 
nooga. Vendee is authorized to operate 
as a common carrier in Georgia, Ala¬ 
bama, Tennessee, Kansas, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Illinois, West 
Virginia, Michigan, New Jersey, New 
York, Delaware, Missouri, Oklahoma, 
Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, Florida, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Arkansas, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Texas, Virginia, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 

section 210 a(b). 

Note: The above application to be handled 
concurrently with No. MC-111545 Sub-53. 

motor carriers of passengers 

No. MC-F-8326 (EAGLE CHARTER 
BUS SERVICE, INC.—PURCHASE- 
EAGLE BUS LINES, INC.), published 
in the January 9, 1963, issue of the Fed¬ 
eral Register, on page 254. Supple¬ 
ment filed February 4, 1963, to show 
Joinder of CAROLINA SCENIC STAGES, 
1310 Asheville Highway, Spartanburg, 

as party applicant (together with 

tto ISH turner and RUTH T. 
TURNER), as parties controlling vendee. 

By the Commission. 

tsEAL] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

( p R. Doc. 63-1555; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

[Rev. S.O. 562, Taylor’s ICC Order 151] 

ANN ARBOR RAILROAD CO. 

Diversion and Rerouting of Traffic 

In the opinion of Charles W. Taylor, 
Agent, The Ann Arbor Railroad Com¬ 
pany, account car ferry out of service 
and heavy ice conditions is unable to 
transport traffic offered it for movement 
via ferry across Lake Michigan between 
Frankfort, Michigan and Menominee, 
Michigan and between Frankfort, 
Michigan and Manistique, Michigan. 

It is ordered, That: 

(a) Rerouting traffic: The Ann Arbor 
Railroad Company, and its connections, 
being unable to transport traffic offered 
for movement by ferry across Lake 
Michigan between Frankfort, Michigan 
and Menominee, Michigan and between 
Frankfort, Michigan and Manistique 
Michigan, account ferry out of service 
and heavy ice conditions are hereby au¬ 
thorized to divert and reroute such traf¬ 
fic over any available route to expedite 
the movement regardless of the routing 
shown on the waybill. The billing cover¬ 
ing all such cars rerouted shall carry 
a reference to this order as authority for 
the rerouting. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to 
be obtained: The railroad desiring to 
divert or reroute traffic under this order 
shall confer with the proper transporta¬ 
tion officer of the railroad to which such 
traffic is to be diverted or rerouted, and 
shall receive the concurrence of such 
other railroad before the rerouting or 
diversion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers: Each 
carrier rerouting cars in accordance 
with this order shall notify each shipper 
at the time each car is rerouted or di¬ 
verted and shall furnish to such shipper 
the new routing provided under this 
order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re¬ 
routing of traffic by said Agent is deemed 
to be due to carrier’s disability, the 
rates applicable to traffic diverted or 
rerouted by said Agent shall be the rates 
which were applicable at the time of 
shipment on the shipments as originally 
routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such Agent provided 
for in this order, the common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference to 
the divisions of the rates of transporta¬ 
tion applicable to said traffic; divisions 
shall be, during the time this order re¬ 
mains in force, those voluntarily agreed 
upon by and between said carriers; or 
upon failure of the carriers to so agree, 
said divisions shall be those hereafter 
fixed by the Commission in accordance 
with pertinent authority conferred upon 
it by the Interstate Commerce Act. 

(f) Effective date: This order shall 
become effective at 4:00 p.m., February 
7, 1963. 

(g) Expiration date: This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., February 28, 1963, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, sus¬ 
pended, or annulled. 
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It is further ordered, That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and per diem agree¬ 
ment under the terms of that agreement 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., February 
7, 1963. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] Charles W. Taylor, 

Agent . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1548; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Notice 752] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February 8,1963. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 65029. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Eastern-Western 
Trucking, Inc., Puyallup, Wash., of Cer¬ 
tificate No. MC 118540 Sub 1, issued June 
13, 1960, to Jacobsen Bros., Inc., 

Puyallup, Wash., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of: Lumber, from White Sul¬ 
phur Springs, Mont., and points within 
10 miles thereof, to points in Idaho, 
Wyoming, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota, points in Nebraska on and west 
of U.S. Highway 81, and points in Adams, 
Arapahoe, Boulder, Clear Creek, Denver, 
Jefferson, Larimer, Logan, Morgan, 
Phillips, Sedgwick, Washington, Weld, 
and Yuma Counties, Colo. Earle V. 
White, White & Southwell, 2130 South¬ 
east Fifth Avenue, Portland 1, Oreg., 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65449. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Philip Hochman 
and Max Hochman, a partnership, doing 
business as Hochman’s Trucking, New 
York, N.Y., of Permit No. MC 95950, is¬ 
sued June 13, 1941, to Philip Hochman 
and Benjamin Hochman, a partnership, 
doing business as Hochman’s Trucking, 
New York, N.Y., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of: Such merchandise as is 
dealt in by auctioneers or purchased at 
bankruptcy, salvage, or liquidation sales, 
between New York, N.Y., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, specified points in 
Connecticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
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and New York. Stanley Rosenthal, 401 
Broadway, New York 13, N.Y., attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65486. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Redding Trans., 
Inc., North Uxbridge, Mass., of the op¬ 
erating rights in Certificate No. MC 
100517 Sub-1 and Permits Nos. MC 93257 
and MC 93257 Sub-1, issued January 27, 
1960, January 27, 1960, and August 7, 
1947, respectively, to Rose Atamian, do¬ 
ing business as Atamian Trucking Com¬ 
pany, Uxbridge, Mass., authorizing the 
transportation, over irregular routes, as 
a common carrier of wool imported from 
any foreign country, wool tops and noils, 
and wool waste (carded, spun, woven or 
knitted), between points in Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, and a described portion 
of Connecticut, and as a contract car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, of granite, 
from Uxbridge, Mass., to points in Rhode 
Island and Connecticut, and a described 
portion of Massachusetts, and over regu¬ 
lar routes, of fuel oil, in bulk, in tank 
trucks, from Providence and East Provi¬ 
dence, R.I., to Uxbridge, Mass. Arthur 
A. Wentzell, P.O. Box 720, Worcester 1, 
Mass., applicants’ representative. 

No. MC-FC 65513. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Ringle Transport, 
Inc., Fowler, Ind., of Certificates Nos. 
MC 110505, MC 110505 Sub-21, MC 
110505 Sub-23, and MC 110505 Sub-54, 
issued July 20, 1960, August 9, 1955, 
October 1, 1957, and April 20, 1960, re¬ 
spectively, in the name of Ringle Truck 
Lines, Inc., Fowler, Ind., authorizing the 
transportation of: Fertilizer, from 
Fowler, Ind., to points in Illinois within 
100 miles of Fowler, from Hallock, Ill., 
to points in Indiana within 100 miles of 
Hallock, from Cincinnati, Ohio, to 
Trafalgar, Ind., from Louisville, Ky., 
and Lockland and Sandusky, Ohio, to 
points in Benton County, Ind., and 
Iroquois County, Ill., seed corn, from 
points in Illinois within 20 miles of 
Kentland, Ind., to Kentland, Ind., from 
Kentland and Oxford, Ind., to points in 
Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky, Missouri, and 
Ohio; roofing and roofing materials, 
from Whiting, Ind., to points in Illinois, 
Ohio, Kentucky, and West Virginia and 
those in Missouri within 10 miles of the 
west bank of the Mississippi River, in¬ 
sulated brick siding, from Lowell, Ind., 
to points in Illinois, Ohio, Kentucky, and 
West Virginia, and specified points in 
Missouri; canned goods, from Hoopes- 
ton, Ill., to Fowler, Ind., and points in 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia; from 
Fowler, Klondike, and Trafalgar, Ind., 
to Omaha, Nebr. and points in Illinois, 
Ohio, Missouri, Iowa, Wisconsin, Ken¬ 
tucky, and Tennessee; from Milford, Ill., 
to Omaha, Nebr., and points in Indiana, 
Ohio, Missouri, Alabama, Iowa, and 
Kentucky; from Hoopeston and Ross- 
ville, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo., Covington, 
Ky., and points in Iowa, dog food, from 
Momence, Ill., to Omaha, Nebr., and 
points in Indiana, Ohio, Missouri, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Wisconsin, 
fertilizer ingredients and feed ingre¬ 
dients, from points in the Chicago, HI., 
Commercial Zone, to Tipton, Ind., and 
points within 50 miles of Tipton; roofing, 


building, and insulating materials, from 
Lockland, Ohio, to points in Indiana (ex¬ 
cept Lake Co.), Hlinois, and Louisville, 
Ky., from Joliet, HI., to points in Indiana, 
specified points in Missouri, and Louis¬ 
ville, Ky., from Vandalia, HI., to points 
in Indiana, Ohio, and points in 
Missouri, from St. Louis, Mo., to specified 
points in Indiana and Ohio; malt 
beverages, from St. Louis, Mo., Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis., and Chicago, Ill., to 
Fowler, Rensselaer, and Lafayette, 
Ind., empty malt beverage containers on 
return; empty cans, from Hoopeston, 
Ill., to Fowler, Ind., from Chicago, Ill., 
to Klondike and Trafalgar, Ind., grain, 
from Kansas City and Indianapolis, Ind., 
to Momence, HI., grain and seeds, be¬ 
tween Barce and Fowler, Ind., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Illinois; bale ties and wire fencing, from 
Sterling, HI., to points in Benton, Carroll, 
Tippecanoe, and Warren Counties, Ind., 
canning machinery, from Chicago, HI., 
to Klondike, Ind., salt, from Louisville, 
Ky., to Trafalgar, Ind., fiber boxes, from 
Chicago, Ill., and Louisville, Ky., to 
Trafalgar, Ind., meat, from Madison, 
Wis., and Chicago, Ill., to Momence, HI., 
glycerine, soap, soap products, and 
cleansing compounds, from Jefferson¬ 
ville, Ind., to points in Ohio, and 
Illinois; canned and bottled foods, from 
points in Indiana to Chicago, Ill., live¬ 
stock, from points in Vermilion, Cham¬ 
paign, Iroquois, Ford, Douglas, and 
Edgar Counties, HI., to points in In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania and Wisconsin; from 
points in Indiana and Iowa to points in 
Champaign and Vermilion Counties, Ill., 
coal, from Brazil and Montezume, Ind., 
and points in Indiana and Illinois; feed 
and tankage, from St. Louis, Mo., and 
Indianapolis, Ind., to points in Ver¬ 
milion and Champaign Counties, HI., 
kitchen sinks, and kitchen cabinets, 
crated, from points in Ohio, to points in 
Indiana; glass products, from Muncie, 
Ind., to points in Ohio and Hlinois, St. 
Louis, Mo., and Louisville, Ky.; glass 
bottles and containers, and cullet, from 
Elwood, Ind., to St. Louis, Mo., and 
Lancaster, Ohio; from Mount Vernon, 
Ohio, to Louisville, Ky., and Chicago, Ill., 
canned vegetables, from Hoopeston, Ill., 
to points in Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Missouri, with exceptions, 
and Ohio; between Hoopeston, HI., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in specified parts of Wisconsin from 
Hoopeston, Ill., to York, and Pittsburgh, 
Pa., and points in Pennsylvania within 
100 miles of Pittsburgh, empty tin cans 
loose and in packages, and tin plate, 
from Hoopeston, Ill., to Terre Haute, and 
Indianapolis, Ind., empty beverage 
containers, from points in Vermilion, 
Iroquois and Fort Counties, Ill., to St. 
Louis, Mo., and household goods, be¬ 
tween points in Vermilion County, Ill., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Michigan; roofing and roofing 
materials, from Joliet, Ill., to points in 
West Virginia and Kentucky; clay pipe, 
from Cannelton, Ind., to points in Illi¬ 
nois and Wisconsin and returned and 
damaged shipments of the above- 
specified commodity from points in Hli- 
nois and Wisconsin to Cannelton, Ind. 


Robert C. Smith, 512 Hlinois Building, 
Indianapolis 4, Ind., attorney for ap¬ 
plicants. 

No. MC-FC 65537. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Kenneth L. Bey- 
dler, doing business as Ten Sleep Service, 
Ten Sleep, Wyo., of Certificate No. MC 
109849 issued June 25, 1962, to Roy M. 
Glover, doing business as Ten Sleep Serv¬ 
ice, Ten Sleep, Wyo., authorizing the 
transportation of general commodities, 
excluding household goods and com¬ 
modities in bulk, over regular route, be¬ 
tween Worland, Wyoming and Ten Sleep, 
Wyoming, serving all intermediate 
points. Elmer J. Scott, P.O. Box 379, 
Worland, Wyo., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65544. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Alfred Trogani, 
Irvington, N.J., of Certificate No. MC 
117744, issued July 18,1962, to Juan Tro¬ 
gani, Irvington, N.J., authorizing the 
transportation of: Bananas, from New 
York, N.Y., to Rosenhayn, N.J., and 
Philadelphia and Harrisburg, Pa., from 
Weehawken, N.J., to Rosenhayn and 
Newark, N.J., and Philadelphia, and 
Harrisburg, Pa., from Baltimore, Md., to 
New York, N.Y., and Philadelphia, and 
Harrisburg, Pa., and from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Newark, N.J., New York, N.Y., 
and Baltimore, Md. Herman B. J. Weck- 
stein, 1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, N.J., 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65549. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to James E. Depeau, 
doing business as James E. Depeau 
Trucking Company, Lockport, N.Y., of 
Permit No. MC 53978, issued September 
30, 1943, to James E. Depeau and Phyllis 
Depeau, doing business as James E. 
Depeau Trucking Co., Lockport, N.Y., 
authorizing the transportation of: 
Foundry supplies, from Buffalo, N.Y., to 
Erie, Meadville, Bradford, Clearfield, 
Ridgeway, and Saint Marys, Pa. Thomas 
J. Runfola, 631 Niagara Street, Buffalo 1, 
N.Y., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65574. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Victor F. Diodato, 
Inc., North Collins, N.Y., of Certificate 
No. MC 72770, issued March 7, 1955, to 
Olean Hauling Corp., Franklinville, N.Y., 
authorizing the transportation of: Such 
bulk commodities as are transported in 
dump trucks, between points in Penn¬ 
sylvania and New York within 50 miles of 
Olean, N.Y., including Olean. Kenneth 
T. Johnson, Bank of Jamestown Build¬ 
ing, Jamestown, N.Y., attorney for 
applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1549; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Drouth Order 60, Amdt. 18] 

LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, NEVADA, 
AND NEW YORK 

Transportation of Livestock Feed ond 
Hay at Reduced Rates 

It appearing, that due to the drouth 
conditions existing in the States 
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Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New 
York, the Commission issued its Drouth 
Order No. 60 under section 22 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act authorizing 
the railroads subject to the Commis¬ 
sion’s jurisdiction to transport livestock 
feed and hay to the drouth area at re¬ 
duced rates; 

And it further appearing, that the 
United States Department of Agricul¬ 
ture has requested the Commission to 
enter an order authorizing the same au¬ 
thority to eight additional counties and 
parishes located in the States of Louis¬ 
iana, Mississippi, Nevada, and New York. 

It is ordered, That Drouth Order No. 
60, as amended, be, and it is hereby, 
further amended by adding thereto the 
following parishes and counties: 

Louisiana, 3 parishes, viz: St. Tam¬ 
many, Tangipahoa, Washington. 

Mississippi, 2 counties, viz: Hancock, 
Yazoo. 

Nevada, 2 counties, viz: Clark, 
Lincoln. 

New York, 1 county, viz: Schenectady. 

It is further ordered, That in all other 
respects Drouth Order No. 60, as 
amended, shall remain in full force and 
effect. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
to affected railroads and the general 
public shall be given by depositing a 
copy of this order in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission and by 
filing a copy with the Director, Office of 
the Federal Register; and that copies 
be mailed to the Chairman of the Traffic 
Executive Association-Eastern Rail¬ 
roads, New York, New York, the Chair¬ 
man of the Southern Freight Association, 
Atlanta, Georgia, the Chairman of the 
Executive Committee, Western Traffic 
Association, Chicago, Illinois, the Traffic 
Vice-President of the Association of 
American Railroads, Washington, D.C., 
and to the President of the American 
Short Line Railroad Association, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 6th 
day of February A.D. 1963. 

By the Commission, Vice-Chairman 
McPherson. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(PH. Doc. 63-1551; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 

(Drouth Order 60, Amdt. 19; Drouth Order 
62, Amdt. 10] 

ALABAMA 

Transportation of Cotton Seed Hulls 
at Reduced Rates 

^ .appearing, that due to the drouth 
conaitions existing in different sections 
** United States the Commission 
lts Drouth Orders Nos. 60 and 62, 
Tnf as . a A mende d> under section 22 of the 
jmenstatc Commerce Act authorizing the 
i . ° ac * s subject to the Commission’s 
irS S ? Cti<m to trans P<>rt livestock feed 
hay to the drouth area including 
designated counties in the State of Ala- 
ama at reduced rates; 
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And it further appearing, that the 
Governor of the State of Alabama has 
requested that the drouth orders be 
amended by adding thereto the com- 
moditycotton seed hulls: 

It is ordered, That Drouth Orders 
Nos. 60 and 62, and as amended, be, 
and they are hereby, further amended 
to provide that the authority therein 
granted to establish reduced rates on 
hay shall also apply, subject to the same 
terms and conditions, to establish and 
maintain reduced rates on cotton seed 
hulls to destinations in the counties in 
the State of Alabama designated in said 
orders, as amended. 

It is further ordered. That in all other 
respects Drouth Orders Nos. 60 and 62, 
an das amended, shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
to the affected railroads and the gen¬ 
eral public shall be given by depositing 
a copy of this order in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission and by 
filing a copy with the Director, Office of 
the Federal Register; and that copies be 
mailed to the Chairman of the Traffic 
Executive Association-Eastern Railroads, 
New York, N.Y., the Chairman of the 
Southern Freight Asociation, Atlanta, 
Georgia, the Chairman of the Executive 
Committee Western Traffic Association, 
Chicago, Illinois, the Traffic Vice-Presi¬ 
dent of the Association of American 
Railroads, Washington, D.C., and to the 
President of the American Short Line 
Railroad Association, Washington, D.C. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of February A.D. 1963. 

By the Commission, Vice-Chairman 
McPherson. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1552; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 242] 

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 

February 8,1963. 

The following letter-notices of propos¬ 
als to operate over deviation routes for 
operating convenience only have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, under the Commission’s Devia¬ 
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c) (8)) and notice thereof to all inter¬ 
ested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d) 
(4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time but will not oper¬ 
ate to stay commencement of the pro¬ 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s De¬ 
viation Rules Revised, 1957, will be num¬ 
bered consecutively for convenience in 
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identification and protests if any should 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 51255 (Deviation No. 6) 
HAECKL’S EXPRESS, INCORPO¬ 
RATED, P.O. Box 2057, Terre Haute, 
Ind., filed January 28,1963. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a devia¬ 
tion route as follows: From Haeckl’s 
terminal at 7700 South Cicero Avenue, 
Chicago, HI., south over Cicero Avenue 
to 79th Street, thence west over 79th 
Street to junction combined U.S. High¬ 
ways 12, 20, and 45, thence north and 
northwest over combined U.S. Highways 
12,-20, and 45 to junction U.S. Highway 
66, thence southwest over U.S. Highway 
66 to Plainfield, Ill., thence northwest 
over U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. 
Highway 34, thence west over U.S. High¬ 
way 34 to junction U.S. Highway 6, and 
thence over U.S. Highway 6 to Omaha, 
Nebr., and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres¬ 
ently authorized to transport the same 
commodities over a pertinent service 
route as follows: From Chicago over 
alternate U.S. Highway 30 to junction 
unnumbered highway, approximately 
two and one half miles southeast of 
Emerson, Ill., thence over unnumbered 
highway via Emerson to junction U.S. 
Highway 30, approximately 3 miles 
southwest of Emerson, thence over U.S. 
Highway 30 to junction Iowa Highway 
131, thence over Iowa Highway 131 to 
junction Iowa Highway 212, thence over 
Iowa Highway 212 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30, thence U.S. Highway 30 to 
Missouri Valley, Iowa, thence over U.S. 
Highway 75 to Council Bluffs, Iowa, and 
thence over city streets to Omaha, and 
return over the same route. 

No. MC 66562 (Deviation No. 11) 
(CORRECTION) RAILWAY EXPRESS 
AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 219 East 
42d Street, New York 17, N.Y., filed Sep¬ 
tember 7, 1962. Attorney John H. Engel 
(same address as carrier). 

Note; Previous notice published Federal 
Begister, issue of January 31, 1963, stated 
that carrier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general com¬ 
modities with certain exceptions, over a 
specific deviation route, in error. Cor¬ 
rectly set forth carrier proposes to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, moving in express 
service. 

No. MC 107475 (Deviation No. 9), 
"DANCE FREIGHT LINES, INC., 286 
New Circle Road, Lexington, Ky., filed 
January 31, 1963. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of grease, tallow, white lead, 
turpentine and linseed oil, over a devia¬ 
tion route as follows: From Georgetown, 
Ky., over U.S. Highway 460 to junction 
U.S. Highway 62, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 62 to junction U.S. Highway 421, 
thence over U.S. Highway 421 to Lexing¬ 
ton, Ky., and return over tjie same route, 
for operating convenience only. The no¬ 
tice indicates that the carrier is presently 






1398 


NOTICES 


authorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities between Georgetown and Lex¬ 
ington over U.S. Highway 25. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 

No. MC 1501 (Deviation No. 97) (COR¬ 
RECTION), THE GREYHOUND COR¬ 
PORATION (Southern Division), 5260 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard, Cham- 
blee, Ga., filed November 28, 1962. Pre¬ 
vious publication on page 670 of the 
January 24, 1963, issue of the Federal 
Register, showed the deviation route 
description in part (B) as follows: From 
junction U.S. Highway 20 and Inter¬ 
state Highway 85, southwest of Auburn, 
Ala., over Interstate Highway 85 to 
junction U.S. Highway 29 at Lanett, 
Ala. * * *. This should read: From 
junction U.S. Highway 29 and Interstate 
Highway 85, southwest of Auburn, Ala., 
over Interstate Highway 85 to junction 
U.S. Highway 29 at Lanett, Ala. * * *. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1554; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[MC-C-4007] 

PETITION FOR DECLARATORY ORDER 

February 8,1963. 

Petitioner: JETCO, INC., 1718 North 
Kent Street, Arlington 9, Va. Peti¬ 
tioner’s attorney: Ernie Adamson, Box 
62, Middleburg, Va. Petitioner is au¬ 
thorized in Certificate No. MC 65475 to 
transport, among other things, contrac¬ 
tors’ machinery, tools, and equipment, 
moving to or from construction jobs, and 
heavy machinery, between points in New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, West Virginia, North 
Carolina, and the District of Columbia. 
By Petition, filed December 27, 1962, 
petitioner asks that the Commission in¬ 
stitute an investigation and make a 
declaratory order clearly defining the 
meaning to the phrase “heavy ma¬ 
chinery” as used in Certificate No. MC 
65475, dated February 1, 1943. Peti¬ 
tioner also prays that a hearing be held 
to determine the issues presented 
herein. 


Any person or persons desiring to par¬ 
ticipate in this proceeding, may, within 
30 days from the date of this publication 
in the Federal Register, file an appro¬ 
priate pleading. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1556; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice No. 754] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February 14,1963. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s gen¬ 
eral rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking re¬ 
consideration of the following num¬ 
bered proceedings within 30 days from 
the date of service of the order. Pur¬ 
suant to section 17(8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, the filing of such a peti¬ 
tion will postpone the effective date of 
the order in that proceeding pending its 
disposition. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their pe¬ 
titions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 65557. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 7, 1963, Division 3 approved the 
transfer to G & B Transportation Co., 
a corporation, Grand Rapids, Mich., of 
Certificate No. MC 14117, issued April 
19,1941, to Golden & Boter Transfer Co., 
a corporation, Grand Rapids 2, Mich., 
authorizing the transportation of gen¬ 
eral commodities, excluding household 
goods and commodities in bulk, over ir¬ 
regular routes, between points within 
eight miles of Grand Rapids, Mich., in¬ 
cluding Grand Rapids; and the substitu¬ 
tion in No. MC 14117 Sub-2, BOR-99, 
authorizing the operations under the 
former second proviso of section 206(a) 
(1) of the Act supported by Michigan 
certificate L-307 authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of heavy machinery, contrac¬ 
tor’s equipment and steel, sand, gravel, 
stone, limestone, pebbles, cinders, ag¬ 
gregates, asphalt, blacktop, dirt, film 
materials, marl, dry and wet batch mix, 
brick and cement blocks and cement in 


dump trucks, subject to restriction, be¬ 
tween various points and areas in 
Michigan. William D. Parsley, 117 West 
Allegan Street, Lansing 23, Mich., at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1631; Filed, Feb. 12, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

February 8 , 1963 . 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 38154: Lumber and Related 
Articles from Points in Wisconsin. 
Filed by Illinois Freight Association, 
Agent (No. 185), for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on lumber and related ar¬ 
ticles, as described in the application, in 
carloads, from points in Wisconsin, to 
specified points in Illinois. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs: Supplement 63 to Chicago and 
North Western Railway Company tariff 
I.C.C. 11278, and other schedules named 
in the application. 

FSA No. 38155: Wood Siding from and 
to Southwestern Territory. Filed by 
Southwestern Freight Bureau, Agent 
(No. B-8336), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on siding, exterior, made from 
wood chips and/or ground wood or wood 
fibres, not further finished than primed, 
in carloads, between points in southwest¬ 
ern territory; also between points in 
southwestern territory, on the one hand, 
and points in Illinois, Kansas and Mis¬ 
souri, on the other. 

Grounds for relief: Modified short¬ 
line distance formula and grouping. 

Tariffs: Supplements 4 and 5 to South¬ 
western Freight Bureau tariffs I.C.C. 
4504 and 4506, respectively. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1550; Filed Feb. 12, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 
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